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ABSTRACT
Archaeological analyses of slave sites which move away from 
economic variables, to examine more closely the social 
relations between masters and slaves will provide for more 
informed studies of slavery. While economic variables are 
useful, especially as starting points, they fail to adequately 
explain life in the last decades of American negro slavery.
The symbolic approach in historical archaeology is used to 
study the nineteenth-century house site of Polly Valentine, to 
illustrate that economic variables are not enough to explain 
the quantity and quality of material remains on this slave 
site. Polly Valentine - owned by Nathaniel Beverley Tucker, 
a prominent Williamsburg citizen - served as a nanny to his 
children. Tucker thought deeply about the ideal master-slave 
relationship. He expressed his thoughts orally and in 
writing. In his relationship with "Mammy Polly", Tucker 
manipulated material culture - a product of social relations - 
as part of his ideological beliefs, of the positive good of 
slavery for both the master and the slave.
Ceramics and architectural remains when combined with 
historical documents are powerful analytical tools to study 
the recent past as evident in this study of the Polly 
Valentine site in Williamsburg, Virginia.
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MASTER-SLAVE RELATIONS: A WILLIAMSBURG PERSPECTIVE
CHAPTER I.
SOCIAL RELATIONS : THE MASTER AND THE SLAVE
"... It is an affair of the heart. It presents not 
a question of profit and loss, but of the sundering 
of a tie in which the best and purest affections 
are deeply implicated. It imports the surrender of 
friendships the most devoted, the most enduring the 
most valuable [Nathaniel Beverley Tucker] The 
Southern Messenger June 1844:337-338)
Social relations provide a major key to the explanation 
of human behavior. Material culture is the product of social 
relations. The material culture on slave sites reflects the 
power and economic level of the slaveholders and likewise the 
relationship of the slaveholders and their slaves rather than 
a culture of slaves or poverty. The master - slave relations 
was the major social process that affected and regulated the 
usage and acquisition of material goods among slaves. The 
Polly Valentine site is used to study master-slave relations 
and to examine the hypothesis that the quality of the social 
relations between the master and the slave determined to a 
large extent the quality of the material cultural remains on 
a slave site.
The Valentine house site is a nineteenth-century urban 
slave archaeological assemblage located on the east side of 
the Palace Green in what is now Colonial Williamsburg.
3The house was destroyed between 1862 and 1864. It had stood 
on property owned by the Tucker Family from the 184 0s. The 
Tuckers were a prominent Williamsburg family from the 
eighteenth century. Polly Valentine - a domestic slave, 
served as a nanny for the Tucker children. Nathaniel Beverley 
Tucker, Valentine's master was a professor of law at the 
College of William and Mary in Williamsburg and was both 
proslavery and a sessionist. Valentine was given to the 
family by John Randolph of Roanoke. Randolph, Nathaniel 
Beverley Tucker's half brother was once a congressman (Dade 
and Koehler 1988; Brugger 1978).
The focus of this study of the Polly Valentine site is on 
measuring the quality of the assemblage in terms of monetary 
and social values. This measure is then related, not so much 
to the status of the owners of the artifacts, but to its 
ability to inform about the quality of the relationship 
between the master and the slave. This involves an analysis 
of slaves' methods of procurement and use of material items. 
The symbolic aspect of the slaves using these items is 
important. Documentary evidence points to the pride that 
slaves - especially urban slaves - took in wearing pretty or 
becoming clothes and jewelry (Wade 1964). This pride may have 
extended to other personal belonging such as ceramics and the 
use of space as represented in slave housing. The latter is 
relevant for the study of the Valentine house which symbolizes
4another tangible aspect of the master-slave relationship 
between Nathaniel Beverley Tucker and Polly Valentine.
The questions for which answers are sought surround what 
the material assemblage can tell about changes in master-slave 
relations in the pre-emancipation era in Virginia. Were 
master-slave relations a reflection of pro-slavery sentiments, 
paternalism, or economics and power? Did social relations 
mirror slaves'power or urbanization?
Historical archaeology provides a discipline and a 
methodology to address social relations and its material 
correlates. It rests on the combined use of historical 
documents and archaeological data to present a more complete 
picture of the past. As a synthetic discipline, it provides 
a more objective perspective about the past. Historical 
archaeology is a medium to reconstruct past ideology or 
cognition through the analysis of order or patterns that are 
imposed on the material world by people in the past (Deagan 
1983). The family papers and other writings of the Tuckers 
serve as a part of the historical record to study master-slave 
relations. These documents are treated as artifacts from 
which the makers beliefs and behavior are deducible.
The study of the Valentine house site is influenced by 
symbolic archaeology. Symbolic archaeology, borrowing from
5symbolic anthropology rests on the premise that people 
consciously use material culture to create meaning and to 
order their lives. Material culture as a part and reflective 
of human behavior is deeply embedded in the social fabric of 
a society. This approach emphasizes meaning and context in 
its interpretation of material culture (Leone 1968; Hodder 
1983) . Symbolic theories focus mainly on interpretative 
explanations rather than causal ones. The interpretative 
analysis made possible by this approach is provided external 
verification by the written record, for symbolic theories are 
mostly confined to the ideational realm and are vulnerable to 
empirical criticism.
Leone and Potter (1988) recognize one of the problems of 
a symbolic approach is that it requires an enormous commitment 
to historical documents, anthropological theory and patience. 
For this study the historical material is adequate, although 
there was not enough time to take full advantage of this 
collection. Another problem in dealing with a symbolic 
approach is that the researcher will need to solve the problem 
of how to develop a method to overcome the relative 
inaccessibility of meaning characteristic of documents and 
artifacts.
One way this work tries to solve this problem of how to 
'array the documentary and archaeological evidences against
6each other productively' is by way of the social history 
approach. This approach allows for narration and the use of 
"historical imagination" (Rutman and Rutman 1984:13). For 
this imagination to be a useful technique, the researcher will 
need to firmly anchor his or her research in documents and the 
material culture of the period. The researcher will need to 
be fully aware of his or her goal - in interpreting the past 
in the present. This research uses all these techniques to 
study master-slave relationships.
The imaginative insight of symbolic theories acts as a 
remedy for the scientific verbal description of material 
culture. Ian Hodder writes that "the rigidly structured, dry 
descriptions and verbal formulations of scientific archaeology 
may not capture the evocative and emotive content of material 
culture (Hodder 1983:215)." These theories point the way to 
the ideational realm where mental constructs and concepts such 
as paternalism can be addressed. The narrative approach of 
history combined with the interpretative approach of symbolic 
archaeology provides for a better understanding of social 
relations.
The Valentine site is analyzed from a symbolic 
perspective by recognizing the role of material culture as a 
part of an ideological manipulation of symbols. This approach 
does not assume that there is a universal reflection of social
7organization in material culture. Individuals and subgroups 
within a society manipulate and negotiate material culture as 
symbols within a particular historical context as part of 
ideologies.
The intentions and trends leading to social change may be 
seen in material culture for it has an important role in the 
early stages of social changes - for example, as in the 
emancipation of slaves. The writings of the Tucker family and 
other literary works of the period on slavery can be tied in 
to this family's treatment of their slaves. This can also be 
studied by looking at the movement by Southern slaveholders to 
provide better housing for slaves and some level of "good 
treatment" in exchange for the failure to free these slaves. 
Pro-slavery thoughts are important for relating social 
behavior to material remains in as much as the latter were 
wrapped up in paternalistic dogma couched in terms of the 
benevolence of the master and security of the slaves in being 
owned by the master (Genovese 1976; Gutman 1976; Coleman 1935; 
Brugger 1978).
Charles Orser correctly concerns himself with the 
relation of the material world to the social world. The 
social relations between masters and slaves involves an 
internal relationship of power, with this power residing 
mainly in the hands of the slaveholders (Orser 1988a). Orser
8believes that the power relations between planters [masters] 
and slaves was the major process that affected and regulated 
the material assemblage of the slaves. He however, focuses 
less on the interactive nature of the master-slave 
relationship. Orser is mainly interested in economics and 
power but even in his analysis of power he neglects to spell 
out in any details about how the power of the planter affected 
the material acquisition of slaves apart from relating this to 
economic relations in general. This shortcoming is a result 
of Orser's failure to explore the ideology of the planters - 
how their thoughts influenced their actions and how the slaves 
influenced their master. The reciprocal nature of the 
relationship is not addressed in any depth than reducing this 
to slaves'power. Orser has identified the general context
that produced the material remains on slave sites but does not 
fully address all the factors at work.
The study of the Valentine site is about social relations 
and sees the master-slave relation as the major factor 
affecting the material possession of slaves. As Orser points 
out, economic relations do not tell the whole story and he 
includes the element of power. Power is linked too tightly 
with economics in Orser's analysis (Orser 1988a; 1988b). One 
way to escape this economic deterministic perspective is to 
broaden the definition of social relations. In this way, 
power still remains a most important factor but other
9components can be examined such as reciprocity and the 
ideologies of paternalism and "survivalism", the latter being 
especially relevant for slaves.
The slave's situation was influenced by the occupational 
status of the slave, house slaves were treated better than 
field slaves, the economic and social status of the master, 
and most important, the attitudes along with the beliefs of 
the master. Both the beliefs of the master and the 
disposition of the slave were factors that determined the 
quality of the master-slave relationship which in turn 
affected the slave's material life. Following Orser, power 
relations are explored but most importantly the reciprocal and 
the interactive nature of the master-slave relationship is 
seen as having the most influence in the material culture of 
the ante-bellum slave. The external societal relations - of 
both the slaves and slave owners are an integral part of the 
study but the internal relations between the master and the 
slave on the plantation or in an urban household provide for 
a more insightful analysis.
Power relations meets the general criteria for influence 
but most importantly includes a more specific factor - the 
threat of sanctions. It is a coercive influence which can 
either be positive or negative. Negative coercion involves 
the threat of punishment while positive coercion is based on
10
the prospect of gain. The power of the master rested on both 
aspects of coercion. John Galbraith talks about three types 
of power - condign, compensatory and conditioned power. In 
his definition, condign power is based on negative coercion 
while compensatory power is dependent on the affirmative one 
(Galbraith 1983). Both Galbraith recognizes that coercion has 
two faces, a negative and a positive side. Galbraith further 
sees conditioned power, the third type of power he defines, as 
operating when submission to another's will becomes a 
preference - the results of education or implicit social 
learning. The exercise of power involves the submission of 
some to the will of others. Individuals and groups seek power 
to enhance their own interests and to extend to others their 
personal, religious or social values. Power is sought not 
only for the service it renders to personal interests, values 
or social manipulation but also its own sake, for the 
emotional and material rewards inherent in its possession and 
service (Galbraith 1983:10).
Charles Orser refers to power as the ability of owners to 
control direct producers. He writes that slaveholders exerted 
control over their slaves both economically - in terms of 
production of goods and services and politically - in terms of 
denying them access to position of self reliance and power. 
This restriction extended to the slave's use of space. Social 
relations between master and slave in the ante-bellum South
11
existed within a slave mode of production. Slaves must be 
understood by how they were incorporated and struggled against 
the slave mode of production (Orser 1989:35-36). Slave­
owners, supported by the superstructure of slave society held 
the power through which slaves were controlled and social 
stability was maintained. The perspective for this study is 
not an economic deterministic one, as due recognition is given 
to other factors at work in the society influencing the 
acquisition of material goods. The emphasis is on social 
relation which involves the dominating factor of power.
A society consists of multiple overlapping and 
intersecting networks of social interaction (Mann 1986). It 
is not merely a collection of individuals, but a set of 
relations. The social structure - the underlying principles 
of organization among people and groups in a society - can be 
studied by looking at relationships among people. A study of 
social relations can begin with an examination of the ways in 
which individuals transform nature during the process of 
production. The mode of production provides clues to analyze 
social relations as one's position towards the means of 
production determines one's social status. Status is an 
inappropriate concept to use in archaeological analysis for it 
is not a static concept. It is a dynamic set of interpersonal 
relationships and cannot be applied to a whole group of people 
(Orser 1988a;1989).
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The concept of status is indeed misleading and serves to 
distort master-slave relationship for it has mostly being used 
as a static concept by archaeologists (Otto 1977; Singleton 
1985). Status is replaced here with social relations. Philip 
Morgan explores the different social relationships between the 
master and the slave. He defines three types of
relationships:
1. The intense expressive encounters with a few
favorite house servants.
2. Respectful though never harmonious relations with
elderly slaves.
3. Deep ambivalent contacts with artisans (Morgan
1987).
The relationship between Polly Valentine and her master 
Nathaniel Beverley Tucker is best classified in the first 
type. Valentine as the nanny to the Tucker children was in a 
position to be favored by the master. Slaveowners treated 
different groups of slaves - house servants, field slaves, 
artisans, the elderly and the children - differently. Morgan 
suggests that masters in different societies had similar 
relationship with different categories of slaves.
Rhys Isaac sees the exchange of gratifications as a vital 
part of social intercourse and points out that it sometimes 
takes the form of unequal bargains. Slave owners were endowed 
with social power and entered into social transactions on
13
markedly advantageous terms. He believes that even in the 
master - slave relationship, for authority to be effective as 
social power or control, meaningful exchanges must be 
constantly performed (Isaac 1988:48). The concept of 
paternalism provides one context to study this reciprocal 
relationship.
Paternalism involves an individual's pursuit of self 
interest based on reciprocal relationship. Eugene Genovese in 
Roll Jordan Roll: The World The Slaves Made (1976) sees
paternalism as an outgrowth of the need to discipline and 
morally justify a system of exploitation based on slave labor. 
This was slaveholders' method of dealing with slaves as little 
more than "things" while insisting on mutual obligation, 
duties, responsibilities, and ultimately even rights. Such 
mutual obligation forced the slaveholders to recognize the 
humanity of the slaves. According to Genovese, slaves used 
the inherent contradiction of paternalism to reject slavery 
and to assert their humanity. While practicing the doctrine 
of paternalism slaveholders were governed by economic 
impulses, for after all, slavery was first and foremost an 
economic institution geared for profit maximization and the 
pursuits of materialistic gains from which social status could 
be acclaimed.
Philip Morgan's attempt to differentiate paternalism and
14
its forerunner patriachalism provides a working definition and 
a clearer understanding of both systems. He sees
patriachalism as stressing order, authority, and unwavering 
obedience. Patriarchal masters were quick to resort to 
violence when slaves questioned their authority. Slaves 
suffered worse materially and slavery was more constricting 
for them. Under patriachalism in the eighteenth century, 
slaveowners rarely boasted about the submission or docility of 
their slaves, neither did they under-estimate their potential 
to rebel (Morgan 1987).
Paternalistic slaveholders in the late eighteenth and the 
first half of the nineteenth centuries expected gratitude and 
even love from their slaves. Slavery to some extent was less 
constricting and slaveholders were interested in the religious 
welfare of their slaves and became more sentimental towards 
them. Slaveholders even created the fiction of the contented 
and happy slave.
Morgan also views paternalism as a system which 
emphasizes reciprocal relationships, a negotiation between the 
master and slave, even though the contest was unequal. 
Paternalism allowed the least room for the independent actions 
of the slave. Under patriarchalism, the slave had more room 
for autonomy. Morgan believes that as slavery became more 
sentimental, more openly solicitous of the slave, so it became
15
tighter providing less room for the slaves private endeavors 
(Morgan 1987).
Slave and masters lived in a situation of unique 
reciprocity. The master very largely formed his self image on 
the basis of his conception of the slave. David Gaspar (1985) 
looking at master-slave relationship in Antigua, defines it as 
a set of relations that existed between two loci of power and 
two opposing systems of beliefs - between white dominance and 
black resistance and between social control and slave 
resistance. The master and the slave cannot be studied 
separately for they were intricately interwoven in slave 
society.
The acquisition of material goods on a plantation and 
also in a slave-owning household is related to the purchasing 
power of the master and to the power the master exercised over 
his slaves and the slaves' reaction to it. While resisting 
the master's power, the slave in turn exercised their own 
power. The slaves' power was based on the slaveholders' 
reliance on their labor.
Slaveholders utilized the fruits of slaves surplus labor 
in their "quest for luxury" as seen in their conspicuous 
consumption of material goods that symbolized wealth and 
power. Slaves demonstrated their power by malingering,
16
feigning ignorance, sabotage, running away and open rebellion. 
When slaves' work was below the standard expected of them by 
their owners, the slaves were punished to ensure their 
compliance. The slaves were rewarded with money, extra 
clothing and trips to town when the their behavior and work 
standards were consistent with those of their master. The 
effect of these actions are most readily deduced from material 
culture . Material goods were withheld from the slaves who 
acted contrary to slaveholders' wishes while slaves acting 
consistently with their masters' wishes were rewarded with 
material goods (Orser 1989:36).
It is too simple to assume that access to material goods 
on a plantation or in a slaveholders' household is determined 
by socio-economic status. One method by which slaves acquired 
material possession was in an exchange situation with poor 
whites. Slaves sometimes provided poor whites with plantation 
produces in exchange for liquor and hard goods. The shops of 
poor whites were also receptacles of stolen goods. Many of 
the items used for barter by slaves were legitimately owned. 
Slaves sold poultry fish, eggs, vegetables - these they 
cultivated in their free time, and handicrafts to whites. The 
whites sold new and used clothing, inexpensive jewelry and 
handicrafts to the slaves. Slaves working on the task system 
on plantations had considerable economic freedom and invested 
in material goods (Adams 1989; Sobel 1988; Mckee 1988).
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Slaveholders purchased ceramics for slaves after the 
purchase of those for their own household. The purchase of 
wares for the slaves and the conscious decision of 
slaveholders to buy, or not to buy ceramics for slaves, the 
decisions whether they should be given hand-me-downs or 
provided permission to purchase their own rested with the 
master. The acquisition and continuing ownership of material 
goods by slaves was a function of the planter's power.
This exercise of power and the social interaction of a 
master and his slaves can be independent from the 
slaveholders' economic standing in society. Rich and poor 
masters could refuse to provide but the bare minimum for 
slaves. The master had great control over slaves in terms of 
artifact distribution. Planters on small plantations 
supplying their slaves with more than the required material 
goods might have been only putting capital back into 
production rather than subscribing to any altruistic feeling. 
After all, plantations were foremost economic institutions. 
This would provide for an explanation of the similarities 
between the wares of the small planters and his slaves.
The analysis of the artifacts from the Valentine site 
does not seek patterns indicative of slave cultural life-way 
nor does the analysis stop at defining status differentiation 
between material remains of slaves and masters. Instead, the
18
emphasis is on providing explanations for the presence or 
absence of these factors. The ceramic analysis looks at the 
refined earthenware, porcelain, porcellaneous wares and bone 
china removed from the assemblage. These data are used to 
provide insights into the consumption behavior of the 
household, that is, the slaves' acquisition, re-use and 
disposal of ceramics.
The architectural analysis and the ceramic data is tied 
into the documentary evidence to interpret master-slave 
relations on the Polly Valentine site. The landscape is seen 
as participating in an ideological discourse reflecting the 
social structure of the society embodying aspects of inclusion 
and exclusion. Paternalism and reciprocal relations are seen 
as masking the contradictions and conflicts in social 
relations of ante-bellum slave society. A detailed analysis 
of the entire collection of the artifacts from the Valentine 
site along with a more in-depth study of the historical 
documents especially the Tucker family papers, provide for a 
better understanding of social relationships and its material 
correlates. This study is a start in this direction.
The external relations of the master - in the Southern 
United States of America in the first half of the nineteenth 
century - and the internal relations of master and slave have 
material manifestations which are identifiable in the
19
archaeological record. Archaeologists have always sought for 
universal patterns, for example, that of slaves (Deetz 1977; 
Otto 1977) . Studies of slave cultural remains and plantation 
archaeology have concentrated on finding African cultural 
retentions and the delineation of the daily lifestyles of 
slaves (Deetz 1977; Singleton 1985). The symbolic nature of 
overt attributes of material culture are important for 
labelling and recognizing communication of ethnicity. But 
studies of a more anthropological nature, focusing on 
processes will result in better interpretations of 
archaeological and historical data.
The Valentine site is compared to other slave assemblage 
for which the standards of social relations between the owner 
and slaves are obtainable and or inferrible from both the 
documentary and the archaeological data. The economic status 
of the slaveholders is also addressed in terms of his external 
relations - buying power, occupational status and when can be 
ascertained, the number of slaves owned.
John Otto (1977) compares planters, overseers and slaves 
refuse and found social differentiation. Otto focuses mainly 
on the distribution of ceramics in terms of the distribution 
of social status differences. He found two major differences 
between the groups he studied. The most expensive transfer 
printed ceramic wares were associated with the slaveholders
20
while the cheaper shell-edged wares appeared in the 
assemblages of the overseers and the slaves. Social status 
may not be best reflected by ceramics analysis as they might 
not have been involved in a symbolic process providing for 
social differentiation. This is another reason for the shift 
of emphasis - from status to social relations and the search 
for the symbolic role of material culture.
The presence of mass produced European ceramics on slave 
sites was also the result of capitalism - marketing and 
distribution of consumer goods. Ceramics usually bear 
patterned relationship to expenditure but in a master-slave 
relationship based on paternalism and pro-slavery defense 
their importance may be exaggerated. Their manipulations 
sometimes took on different social meanings.
This different social meaning is best illuminated by 
focusing on social relations which under paternalism in ante­
bellum Southern United States resulted in some instances in 
the similarity of material culture between different social 
groups - mainly the master and the slave, especially household 
slaves. The different social groups on plantation and in a 
slave setting will differ from each other or sometimes exhibit 
similar characteristics in their material assemblages. 
Informed studies in archaeology will need to go beyond the 
artifacts to look at the social processes and structures which
21
are responsible for the pattern observable in the material 
remains.
Archaeologists excavating the remnants of a cellar that 
was a part of a dwelling for household slaves at Mount Vernon, 
Virginia believe that their excavation provides clues to the 
standard of life of household slaves. In a report to the York 
Times 1 these researchers, said that their findings indicate 
that these household slaves owned by George Washington, 
America's first President, lived better than many historians 
imagined and were also better off than the field slaves on 
this property. Over seventy slaves lived at this site " the 
House for Families" occupied from about 1760 to 1793. The 
material assemblage at this site lends support to preferential 
treatment of household slaves in comparison to field slaves. 
Household slaves benefited from their proximity to the main 
house. The archaeological data included ceramics, porcelain, 
table glass, table utensils, tobacco pipes and belt buckles. 
The quality of the material does not indicate slave status or 
a culture of poverty.
This material assemblage from this site suggests that the 
social relationship between George Washington and his slaves 
was one that allowed the slaves to have had high access to a 
very varied and mixed diet. The faunal material points to the 
consumption of bones from cattle, chickens, quail, ducks,
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geese, turkeys, raccoons, deer, squirrel, rabbit and opossums. 
Documentary evidence from Mount Vernon revealed that slaves 
hunted or kept garden to supplement their diet.
Jean Lee, the historian working on the Mount Vernon 
project points out that historical documents showed that 
Washington became increasingly troubled by the position of the 
blacks in the new nation. He stipulated in his will that all 
his slaves should be freed on the death of his wife Martha 
(see note 1) . The archaeological evidence when accessed in 
light of the historical understanding suggest that slave life 
on Mansion house farm may have been less controlled than was 
previously believed. More importantly the archaeological 
material from this slave site points to the high status of the 
slave owner. Slaves owned by masters with lower economic 
status will no doubt have lower quality material remains, this 
is so because one of slaves' major means of acquisition of 
material goods is by way of the master. This was from direct 
provisioning of the basic needs of the slaves, gifts, slaves 
being given the means - including the time - to earn their own 
money in order to supply their wants and, most importantly, 
the master allowing these slaves to keep these items of " 
conspicuous consumption". The Mount Vernon slave assemblage 
reflects the wealth of the slave holders and most importantly 
the social relationship of the master and the slaves. The 
privileged position of household slaves is a major factor in
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all this.
Thad Tate, in "The Negro in Eighteenth-Century 
Williamsburg (1965), notes that the typical Williamsburg 
family owned four to five slaves. Large number of slaves in 
a single household was rare. Slaves in Williamsburg, based on 
his study of newspaper advertisements, were mostly domestics. 
The advertisements sometimes specified the occupations and 
the values of the slaves; " Valuable slaves, Chiefly House 
servants usually employed in and about the house and kitchen." 
The domestic slaves of Williamsburg were well-trained. Tate 
found that their skills included cooking, nursing, washing, 
ironing, spinning, butchering, sewing and gardening. Slaves 
were also working in other crafts in Williamsburg and these 
included blacksmithing, shoemaking, tanning, tailoring, 
carpentry, cabinet making, harnessing and barbering. Tate 
believes that the average slave's life was hard in eighteenth- 
century Williamsburg - living conditions were almost primitive 
and the regimentation very strict.
Urban slaveholders bought and sold slaves in response to 
profit incentives for free labor was available as a 
substitute. This resulted in a degree of instability in the 
life of the slaves and affected family life. Urban slaves 
were hired out to supplement owners' income and also to 
provide for the slaves themselves. Slaves gained a relative
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degree of autonomy in all this especially in the economic 
sphere. Slaveholders and employers usually arranged the wages 
of the slaves. The incentives given to free laborers were 
usually denied the slaves. Cities made difficult the 
detection of runaways because of the high number of free 
blacks. They also allowed for the close contact between the 
free - - black and white - - and the unfree. The autonomy 
that urban life provided for slaves was tempered by the fact 
that the slaves were never far removed from the supervision of 
whites, the law and even other slaves working in the white 
interests (Wade 1964; Tate 1965; Goldin 1975; Woodman 1975).
Virginia at the beginning of the nineteenth century was 
looking at the colonial boom-time as a past feature. The state 
was suffering from the effects of changing markets and soil 
exhaustion (Brugger 1978; Mckee 1989). Anti-slavery ferment 
contributed to slaveowners' improvement of the material 
culture of their slaves. Slave owners were interested in the 
continuation of the system.
Slave masters in the ante-bellum South were interacting 
with a creolized slave population. Slave culture was more 
"American" than "African" (Adams 1989). The slave experiences 
were shaped by their interactions with other slaves but the 
master-slave relations was the over powering influence 
affecting their material life.
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Philip Morgan (1988) insists that a social network had 
emerged among the slaves in Piedmont, Virginia by the end of 
the eighteenth century. This includes the development of 
strong nuclear families, kinship ties, and other forms of 
family formation and maintenance mechanisms. Slaves families 
were increasingly naming their children along ancestral lines. 
Mechal Sobel (1987) though viewing the eighteenth century 
elaborates on the slave culture and the inputs of slaves in 
the whole master-slave relationship. Lawrence Mckee (1988) 
studied master-slave relations in rural Virginia in the 
nineteenth century. In his analysis of slave diet he examines 
the power of the master in his control of food supplies and 
the actions of slaves to foil their master's strategy of 
relating them to a "slave status".
Slaves were actively participating in the master-slave 
relationship and many of their actions were geared towards 
autonomy within the system. In this reciprocal relationship 
slaves expected rewards and incentives while the masters 
expected duties, obligations and even love. Slaves were 
interested in freedom while the masters saw freedom as the 
destruction of not only themselves, but society itself.
It is inadequate to simply seek for material patterning
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indicative of social organization on slave sites. Material 
culture is not a passive reflection of social structure and 
human behavior. Ian Hodder observes that "material items 
often express an ideal world rather than passively mirroring 
reality (Hodder 1983:214). Some ante-bellum slave masters 
sought to differentiate the slave "status" from the slave 
material culture. In their provisioning of better housing and 
furnishing they were providing a contrast to slave bondage and 
also slave to freedom. Slavery was being portrayed as a 
condition more desirable than freedom while material culture 
was used to mask the conflict and contradiction - the 
struggle between the powerful and the almost powerless.
Nathaniel Beverley Tucker, Polly Valentine's master 
thought deeply about the master-slave relationship. His 
daughter, Cynthia saw the place of the slave to be with the 
master. Polly Valentine and other slaves thought otherwise, 
but their beliefs had to wait until during the Civil War to 
become actions. The slaves masked their beliefs and engaged 
in reciprocal relationships. Both the Tuckers' and the 
Valentines' behavior served to hide the conflicts of their 
beliefs. The Tuckers sought to make the material culture of 
Polly Valentine to be a statement of their beliefs. The Polly 
Valentine assemblage when approached from the symbolic 
perspective of historical archaeology can inform about master-
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slave relations and its material manifestations.
CHAPTER 2.
HISTORICAL DOCUMENTS AS SENSITIVE DATA: PART 1 AND 2
PART 1
The restoration of the past is a presentist endeavour and 
researchers sometimes tackle philosophical questions relating 
to its nature and meaning. The analysis of the Polly
Valentine archaeological assemblage entails such an approach 
as it grapples with the problem of social relations and its 
material correlates. Texas B. Anderson and Roger G. Moore 
(1988) underscore the importance of recognizing the 
troublesome dialectic of looking at the ideas and ideologies 
behind material culture - between the objective reality of a 
site and the undeniable fact that it can only be known through 
subjective interpretation.
This study recognizes the importance of ideology and its 
link with dominance, coercion and oppression. Ideology is an 
active component in any struggle between the powerful and the 
almost powerless (Anderson and Moore 1988). The concept of 
power and dominance provide suitable contexts in which to 
access master-slave relations.
Ideology is defined broadly by Hodder as "the way in
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which the structured sets of symbols are used in relation to 
social strategies (Hodder 1982:10)." He further explains 
that all material patterning is generated by symbolic 
structures within a cultural matrix. Robert Paynter (1988) 
focusing on the archaeology of capitalism, classified slavery 
as a mode of production and master-slave relations as class 
relations. This relation is enacted when an elite [the 
slaveholders] used distinctive strategies to extract surplus 
from the non-elite [the slaves] and the latter used 
distinctive strategies to resist the extraction of surplus.
This definition allows for the study of the actions of 
each group in the relationship. Class relations in slavery 
were further distinguishable by racism. The negro slave was 
not only a lower laboring class but he was also of an inferior 
race. William Jenkins (1960) writes that the most humble 
white [the lowest class of white] could still find solidarity 
with the white race on account of his color and race and could 
rest assured that he would never be reduced to the caste of 
negro slavery.
Slavery was a capitalist mode of production - it was a 
system of capital and labor (Paynter 1988; Orser 1988b; Leone 
and Potter 1988) . In fact, the defenders of slavery felt 
that it offered the best reconciliation of labor and capital 
to prevent conflict. With slave labor as the property of
slave capital the interests between the labor and capital - 
the slave - and the owner of the labor and capital - the 
slaveholders become identical. One Southern writer described 
this unity of capital and labor in an article in the Southern 
Literary Messenger in 1857:
...It beautifully blends, harmonizes and 
makes them as one. It mingles and unites 
the wealth, the labor, and industry of 
the country, in all their varied and 
diversified interests and conditions; 
because the labor of the South -the 
slaves - constitute a great part of the 
wealth and capital the of the South. 
This union of labor and capital in the 
same hands, counteracts . . . all those 
social, moral, material, and political 
evils which afflict the North and Western 
Europe (quoted in Jenkins 1960:296).
Historical records in this study are treated as artifacts 
reflecting the belief, attitudes and actions of the people who 
made, use or created them (Glassie 1975; Leavitt 1981). The 
document used in the study are clearly biased towards the 
dominant class ideology, one of domination, but these are 
still sensitive documents that inform about people, places and 
things. The historical record is independent from the 
archaeological data and the aim in the use of these two sets 
of records is to work back and forth from each other to extend 
the meaning of the other. This might very well result in a 
disunity of the archaeological and the historical record. 
This disunity is pursued in order to extend knowledge about
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the past, the bias of the historical record and the nature of 
the archaeological record.
Ideology, it is known, is used by a dominant class to 
hide conflicts. Slaveholders in the antebellum South were 
enthused with the idea of the positive good of slavery and in 
ways to ensure the continuation of the system. The documents 
produced by slaveholders would reflect their position in 
society and their thoughts of the position of 'the others'. 
Nathaniel Beverley Tucker's speeches, lectures and news 
articles are used here instead of his fictional writing. His 
daughter Cynthia's memoirs also are a major source of 
historical data.
In keeping with the aim of this study, the Tucker papers 
are used to study beliefs and attitudes. It is postulated 
that the Tuckers manipulated and negotiated with material 
culture as a part of beliefs. Their treatment of their 
slaves, Polly Valentine in particular, was a direct result of 
their beliefs. The focus on the documentary evidence of the 
Tucker family and others in the ante-bellum South aims most of 
all to learn more about social relations. This chapter looks 
at the beliefs of the Tuckers and other pro-slavery adherents 
while the final chapter explores fully the connection between 
ideology and material culture.
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The People.
Nathaniel Beverley Tucker, who owned Polly Valentine 
until his death in 1851, saw slavery as a system of labor and 
capital. He was a master whose benevolence excluded thoughts 
of liberation for his slaves. Tucker was a professor of law 
at the College of William and Mary in Virginia during the 
antebellum years. He was born in 1784 and lived for a time in 
Mattox near Petersburg, where his mother died, when he was 
four years old. He was the son of Frances Randolph Tucker and 
St. George Tucker, an anti-slavery activist who was also a 
professor of law before his son's tenure at the college. 
Sometime during his early childhood, Nathaniel Beverley was 
brought to Williamsburg and he later attended the College of 
William and Mary.
Beverley, as he preferred to be known, did not follow in 
his father's footsteps in his feelings towards slavery. He 
was proslavery and a sessionist. As a man of ideas, Beverley 
Tucker expressed himself orally and in writing. He is known 
for his lectures and his romantic writings which include 
George Balcombe and The Partisan Leader, which were both 
published in 1836.
Brugger (1978) provides a very detailed analysis of the 
life and works of Nathaniel Beverley Tucker. He reviewed 
Tucker's novels as prominent examples of Southern fiction
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which painted slavery in flattering tones and encouraged the 
impression that Southerners had developed a superior society.
The work of Brugger has intrinsic values in an analysis of 
Nathaniel Beverley Tucker. A study of some of Tucker's 
written thoughts on slavery and the material remains of his 
beliefs towards his slaves provide an angle on the ideology of 
the slaveholders in the South who found slavery "a duty and a 
burden." This ideology was not shared by the slaves who would 
have gladly relieved them of their trouble. The desire for 
freedom occupied a central place in thoughts and feelings of 
the slaves (Morgan 1986:45).
At the age of forty six, Beverley Tucker, married 
seventeen-year old Lucy Ann Smith of Missouri. This was his 
third marriage. Tucker served as a judge in Missouri until 
1820. A daughter Cynthia Beverley was born to the couple in 
1832. By 1834 he had returned to live in Williamsburg, for
he began to teach law at the College of William and Mary in 
this year. His teaching post was a political portfolio as 
Tucker was seen as a spokesman, and a teacher especially for 
state rights and proslavery. His appointment was endorsed by 
contemporary literary publications as The Richmond Wig and The 
Farmer's Register (Brugger 1978:96). He bought a house from 
Roscow Cole of Williamsburg in 1835 (Appendix A). This house 
was probably nearby the Tucker family home, where Lelia 
Tucker, the last wife of St. George Tucker, Beverley's father
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was still living. At the end of 1837 after the death of 
Lelia Tucker, Beverley Tucker had taken possession of the 
family house in Williamsburg (Reed 1933; Stephenson 1947).
Beverley carefully supervised his daughter's education. 
Cynthia was sent to a boarding school at Belmont near 
Leesburg, Virginia. She only spent four months there and 
later spent a long time with her aunt Elizabeth Tucker Bryan 
in Gloucester County. Cynthia continued her education and 
formal training there. Her mother noted that Cynthia " had a 
good mind and shows a disposition to improve it." It is due 
to the disposition of Cynthia to write and observe that a 
description of the Valentines, and other slaves of the family, 
is available as historical reference (Coleman 1934).
Cynthia Beverley was beautiful as she was talented and 
her mother and one visitor to the family commented on this.
Lucy Ann wrote of sixteen year old Cynthia:
[She has] a good figure, very pretty neck 
and shoulders, a fine skin and 
complexion, fine teeth set in a large 
mouth and I am sorry to say has been 
much more courted and admired than I 
think is good for any young lady. It 
could not be helped for she is very 
beautiful, and of most fascinating 
manners (quoted in Powers 1987:2).
D.H. Strother, artist and a travel writer touring 
Virginia
in 1849 visited the Tucker House and described Cynthia:
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Cynthia Tucker was graceful, slender, and 
of a most refined spirituelle type of 
beauty. Dark sparkling eyes and rich 
raven hair. Easy and confiding in her 
manners and sweetly accomplished in 
music. She was petted and idolized by 
her father without being spoiled (guoted 
in Powers 1987:3; Brugger 1978:166-7).
Cynthia married Henry Augustine Washington, a professor 
of history and political economy, in July 1852, one year after 
her father's death. Their first child died in 1854 and Henry 
Augustine's death followed in 1858. In October 1861, Cynthia 
was married for the second time. Her husband was a 
Williamsburg native and a physician, Dr. Charles Washington 
Coleman. Cynthia was a refugee from Union-army occupied 
Williamsburg in the last years of the Civil War. In the early 
sixties she had her father's 183 6 novel The Partisan Leader 
republished with the intention that the proceeds from this 
work would go to help the Confederacy. Cynthia had also 
worked at the head of a society to raise money for the 
Confederate cause. Lucy Ann, Cynthia's mother, refused to 
leave her home during the Union-army occupation. She stayed 
to protect her husband's library, his papers and the Tucker 
house.
By November 1865, Cynthia was again living with her 
mother at the Tucker house. In the meantime, her husband 
searched for a place to practice medicine in Southside 
Virginia. Cynthia was a prolific letter writer and in the
last decades of her life she produced articles, essays and 
even fictions about early Virginia (Powers 1987). Her work 
"Papers of Cynthia Beverley Tucker : A Home Picture in the 
Early Forties" serves as a major source of information on 
Polly Valentine (Coleman 1934).
Susan Tucker's Telling Memories Among Southern Women 
(1988) noted the process of selection or choice in remembering 
events or the telling of stories of the past. This selective 
memory process has two major components - revision and 
reconciliation. Her insightful analysis of the process is of 
extreme relevance to the study of Cynthia Beverley Tucker's "A 
Home Picture in the Early Forties." This document is used 
extensively for the study of the Polly Valentine assemblage 
and Susan Tucker's explanation of the memory process in 
telling of the past reveals the nature of such documents and 
their inherent dangers or bias. Susan Tucker explains this 
process:
Revision occurs, of course, because the 
past that really was and the past that is 
remembered are always separate. Inter- 
terpreting and reinterpreting the past 
are crucial for survival, strength, and 
carrying on. Such continuing interpre­
tation allows one to move forward without 
condemning the self that was. In most of 
the interviews I found the general 
tendency to choose stories that show the 
"good" in ones's life over the "bad", to 
choose, if you will, the revised version.
For white women, the choice to 
remember the "good" over the "bad" often 
led to the protest that "whites did give
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a lot to these black women, " and other 
protests that the paternalistic system 
had worked well. But such protests were
rarely without simultaneously voiced
feelings of guilt and sorrow and some 
acknowledgement of the injustices of 
racial customs in the South. These white 
women had interpreted their memories in 
light of an awareness of social and 
political change that had sometimes been 
accompanied by education and self- 
analysis .
For black women, revision made
possible the discussion of "bad times" - 
injustices and even cruelties-with a
spirit of strength. Revision allowed the 
recollection of sadness and hurt feelings 
with dignity, so that they, too, might 
align themselves with life today and 
their present self-image.
In so doing, both black and white 
women seemed to achieve feelings of 
reconciliation with their past lives. 
The telling of their stories allowed them 
to re-create emotions and thoughts that 
previously had been unarticulate, to one 
degree or another. In speaking anew or 
for the first time of these memories, 
they reconstructed the past. The telling 
of their stories, then, seemed to become 
an act that changed the past (Tucker 
1988:4) .
Emma L. Powers (1987) studying the life of Cynthia 
Beverley Tucker wrote that Cynthia's life had been severely 
altered by 1867. Cynthia had changed from a carefree 
"belle"and by age thirty five she had buried her father, 
mother, a first husband, and two eldest children. Her 
personal tragedy combined with the South's defeat in the Civil 
War and financial losses brought great difficulties.
Cynthia's later five children and her husband Dr. Coleman
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restored some of the joy in her life. She went on to associate 
herself with the historic preservation movement and wrote 
about history subjects along with her "memoirs".
Cynthia wrote that Polly was a gift to the Tucker:
The children's mammy was one of a family 
of servants given by John Randolph of 
Roanoke to his half-brother, my father.
Her name was Polly. It was not until she 
married that she acquired a surname and 
then she was Polly Christian (Coleman 
1934:54) .
When Beverley married his first wife Polly in 1809, John 
Randolph gave him fourteen slaves and a three hundred acre 
tract of land to the newly wed. Tucker lived at an isolated 
cottage on the Randolph's land until about 1811 when a falling 
out between the Randolphs and the Tuckers caused him to leave. 
Beverley went to live in Missouri in 1815. Two children were 
born to the Tuckers in Missouri but they died at early ages 
(Brugger 1978:51) . Polly as a young girl was probably in this 
set of slaves given to Beverley. John Randolph died in June 
183 3, a year after Cynthia's birth, while the Tuckers were 
still living in Missouri. At this point Beverley was into his 
third marriage, this time to Lucy Ann Smith. If Polly had 
grown up with the family she would have had experience in 
travelling between Missouri and Williamsburg by the 1840's. 
In 1843 Lucy Ann and the children were visiting in Missouri 
from Williamsburg and Polly was with them (see Appendix C) . 
Polly had experienced life elsewhere. She no doubt knew about
her master's pro-slavery sentiments and activities.
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According to Cynthia's description of her mammy, Polly 
Valentine was a grown woman in the 1840's. Cynthia wrote: " 
These two , the children's mammy and the seamstress were 
pleasant, brown faced, women, aunt and niece...” Cynthia was 
in her teens in the 1840's but took childish delight in the 
appearance of her nanny: "Polly was one of the best of her
race, a tall well-made brown woman, her head, not covered with 
the conventional turban but combed and bound with yards and 
yards of narrow black braid. A mystery to childish eyes, this 
coiffure was was [sic] never unravelled (Coleman 1934:55)." 
The aunt-niece relationship supports the proposition that 
Polly was given in the 1809 lot of servant to the Tuckers by 
Randolph. The seamstress might have been "Aunt Patsy" who 
asked that a letter be written for her to send to her 
mistress, Lucy Ann in Missouri in July 1843 (Appendix C): 
Dear Mistress
I only write to let you know about the work 
you left to be done Eliza Henley was taken 
sick as soon as she was done working for Miss 
Mary. and was sick 4 weeks. and when she got 
well she went into the kitchen and then Master
sent her down to Old Point, so she never send
any. and so I could not get your cotton night 
gown finished for which I am very sorry I did 
not work button holes in your double wrapper 
because I was afraid that you would have some 
alterations made about it, neither did I put 
hooks and eyes on Miss Cynthia and Miss Lucy's 
[one of the Tucker's children] frocks as they 
were not here for me to fit them. I send the
cake for you all and I hope you will all like
it. Aunt Nancy sends the ginger cake to the
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little children. All the servants with me 
send best love to you all. Tell Polly that I 
have not time to write to her now but will do 
so as soon as I can
Your dearest servant 
Patsy Valentine
Dear Cousin
This morning the Judge and Crauf leave 
Old Wmsbg and as Aunt Patsy came to me to 
write you for her and I found out that I 
could write I determined to write you a 
few lines and to give you all the news I 
can...
Your affectionate 
Cousin
Samuel White.
Valentine remained with the family until the Civil War, when 
she left. She did not leave the state of Virginia. When she 
heard of her former mistress's, Lucy Tucker's, illness she 
returned to nurse her and stayed until Lucy's death in 18 67 
(Coleman 1934:58).
Slaveowners in the 1840's defended slavery by appealing 
to the racism entrenched in the whites, both in the North and 
South. They pointed to the good fortunes or luck of the 
Africans in their escape from barbarianism into civilization.
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The Africans with their docile and indolent manners were in 
dire need of strict discipline in order to be productive. 
Slavery provided for the discipline of the negro and at the 
same time harnessed their productive capacity and channelled 
this in the right direction - to the increase of white 
economic and social status. Slaveholders loved and respected 
the slave in his "proper sphere" but this sphere was 
restricted to menial and laborious types of work (Onwood 
1979:50).
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HISTORICAL DOCUMENTS AS SENSITIVE DATA: PART 2.
The Tuckers Talked,
By 1834, Tucker began his public defence of slavery. He 
declared that man was too weak to both labor and find the 
energy necessary to be a sovereign citizen. Slave labor was 
crucial and advantageous in that by filling the demeaning 
stations of society, it permitted free men to command high 
wages, to feel the utmost confidence, self-respect and to 
undertake public service. Tucker thought that "it is here on 
this point, of the necessity of forcing those to labor who are 
unable to live honestly without labor, that we base the 
defense of our system" (Brugger 1978; Jenkins 1960:286).
Beverley Tucker, like many other southern slaveowners 
solved the problem of reconciling slavery with republican 
liberty by quoting and believing Edmund Burke, a political 
philosopher. Burke wrote that "These people of the Southern 
(American) colonies are much more strongly, and with higher 
and more stubborn spirit, attached to liberty than those of 
the northward. "... It is because freedom is to them not only an 
enjoyment, but a kind of rank and privilege" (quoted in 
Jenkins 1960: 290). Tucker quoted from Burke in his defence 
of slavery when he wrote that free men jealously revered their 
freedom, considering it a "kind of rank and privilege" and a
certain "haughtiness of domination."
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Slavery preserved freedom, Tucker emphasized, for it 
allowed the control of certain element [the laboring class and 
by extension slaves] that must be restricted by coercion. If 
the power to control the laboring class is held by government 
then the government might become too powerful and interfere 
with the liberty of the free population. Slaveholders' power 
over their slaves would lessened the power held by government. 
Therefore, for Tucker, who feared central control by the 
federal government, the attack on slavery by the north was an 
attack on freedom - property and state rights. Tucker saw 
Southern slavery to be peaceful, benevolent and mutually 
beneficial to both slaves and masters. He believed that 
slaves accepting the rewards, security and happiness in 
exchange for their freedom might be a fair exchange after all 
(Brugger 1978:108-109; Jenkins 1960:286-292).
Slavery was a better system, Tucker had decided, to the 
competitive individualism and inhumane materialism of "modern 
societies." This was so regardless of the fact that the 
slaves had to work "long and hard" - in this Tucker did not 
deny the exploitative and oppressive nature of the system. 
All this labor was justified in the slave learning the gospel 
from his [or her] master and receiving the [blessed] assurance 
of the master's love. Cynthia Tucker taught the slaves
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Christianity and held prayer meetings with them. These 
meetings were held in Mammy Polly's house (Coleman 1934:57).
Slavery was working for the cause of religion: "But not only 
has slavery proved a nurse to virtue through the agency of 
religion. It comes in the aid of religion to carry on the work 
of the reformation in the heart and life of the slave 
([Tucker] 1844a; 1844b; 1844a:336)." The beliefs and
behavior of the slaves were influenced by their position of 
inferiority and enslavement. The majority of the slaves no 
doubt were dancing to a different tune. Their song expressed 
their desire for freedom, their indignation of slavery and 
their masters' strange expression of love -love without 
liberty.
Tucker believed the slaves to be of an inferior race with 
derisive qualities that over time the association with the 
white race -a super-subordinate position - the negroes would 
improve. He wrote that although the human race came from one 
parent, it was part of God's design that diversities and 
modifications would produce the different races - including 
the "rude and docile negro". The usefulness of the negro race 
to the white was discovered, "it was seen that his labor might 
be appropriated and turned to profit, and this led the white 
man to seek open intercourse [sexual and otherwise] and 
connection with him." Tucker acknowledged the initial wrong 
but thought it had been rectified. He wrote, " The motive was
indeed unworthy and sordid, but the result has been the 
physical, intellectual and moral improvement of the inferior 
race [emphasis mine] and, in some respects of both" ([Tucker] 
1844a:332). The changes in the negro, Tucker proclaimed to be 
a result of the master - slave relationship. Tucker 
recognized the recursive nature of the relationship and 
believed that the " connexion [connection] itself is good and 
ought not to be rashly sundered ([Tucker] 1844a:332)."
Tucker saw the African race as profiting from their 
association with the Caucasian race. " So far", observed 
Tucker, "as hatred has given place to love, dishonestly to 
fidelity, licentiousness to modesty". The African had really 
progressed in the New World, "... his condition is one of 
steadily progressive improvement, in physical comforts and 
enjoyments" ([Tucker] 1844a:335). Tucker explained the 
initial state of the negro before the relationship with the 
Caucasian:
We have to think of the Africans as he 
appeared at first to Europeans, hardly 
bearing the lineaments of humanity, in 
intellect scarcely superior to the 
brutes, and mainly distinguishable from 
them by the greater variety of his evil 
propensities, and by a something 
answering the purpose of speech, better - 
though not much better than the 
chattering of monkeys. Use has made us 
familiar with the color [the color of the 
negro was offensive and regardless of 
Tucker's beliefs, still was] of the 
negro, and experience has made us better
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acquainted with his heart and mind
([Tucker] 1844a:335).
Natural rights - the rights to life and liberty were 
thought of and discussed by Tucker in his lectures and 
writings. Tucker anchored his discussion of such rights on 
social reality. For him, while personal freedom and security 
were precious rights, they were only valuable insofar as they 
permitted the pursuit and enjoyment of property. Property 
becomes the measure of liberty and liberty was to enjoyed by 
revering property (Brugger 1978: 105-106). Slaves with their 
relationship to the means of production -laborers and 
propertyless - had no need for freedom and given such, meaning 
freedom, would not have been able to enjoy it. Tucker had no 
thought to free his slaves - to put them in such an unhappy 
condition was beyond his benevolence. In fact, Tucker pointed 
out that slavery, not abolitionism, was the result of true 
charity and mutual love. According to Brugger Tucker saw the 
hand of God in the Southern arrangement between black slave 
and white master. The differences between whites and blacks 
for example, neatly complemented one another. Slaveholders 
took care to treat the slaves in a Christian manner and in the 
process christianized them. This was a reciprocal action for 
the loyal devotion of the slaves - Ma loyalty peculiar to 
blacks". The heart of the white man according to Tucker is 
made better by all this (Brugger 1978:110).
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Robert Brugger found from his analysis of the life of 
Beverley Tucker that " Tucker cared scrupulously for his own 
slaves. He ensured that families remained together, took pains 
to see that they were "well and comfortable, as happy ... as 
belongs to human nature to be in their condition"(Brugger 
1978:93). In the aftermath of the Nat Turner's 1831 revolt 
slavery was heatedly debated in Virginia. The opponents of 
slavery voiced their opinions on the injustice, tyranny and 
the oppression involved in enslavement. Tucker, no doubt 
like other slaveholders, experienced misgivings and fears 
about the potential of his slaves to rebel. Rebellion would 
be a contradiction to slaveholders' ideas of order and 
control. It would seriously question the place of black 
servitude in an organic master-slave relationship. Tucker had 
a great interest in the continuation of slavery - to justify 
his existence, his control and authority especially as a 
'defender of old society.' He felt that modernity, free 
society and the levelling of men as in the North would destroy 
all that was pure and good in the South (Brugger 1978).
Maurice Onwood found from his survey of the large 
literature generated by Southern planters - this is equally so 
in the writing of Nathaniel Beverley Tucker and to some extent 
in that of his daughter Cynthia - in the defense of their 
system of slave labor incorporates the following designs:
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1) fend off the pejorative claims of the
Northern abolitionists;
2) rationalize the patent contradiction
of slaveholding practices within the tradition 
of Jeffersonian democracy;
3) elaborate a coherent world-view,
through which to justify the maintenance of 
slavery (Onwood 1979:32)."
The literature, Onwood further explains, contains a vivid 
portrait not - as the slaveholders claimed, of life as it was, 
but rather of life in the South as the slaveholders both 
wished and needed to view it. A survey of their writings thus 
affords a telling picture of the peculiar Southern world-view 
-largely a contradiction of the American or Yankee view- 
formed under the stress of abolitionist pressure and out of 
fear for the social consequences of abolition. The 
slaveholders' view of their slaves informed and justified the 
slaveholders' view of themselves. They saw themselves as 
occupying the loftiest social and moral position in virtue of 
their selfless attention to public affairs (politics) and 
paternalistic concern for their slaves (Onwood 1979:33). 
Slaves were viewed as unfit for civilized life - except under 
the overbearing guidance and control of the master. 
Liberation was seen as detrimental to the slaves for they 
would only be at the mercy of abolitionists and Northerners. 
Onwood believes that slavery was seen as not only essential to 
the survival of the planters themselves, but to the survival 
of the slaves, who would perish, in the harsh, frigid,
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competitive, and unregulated Yankee marketplace.
Cynthia Beverley Tucker tried to explain this after the 
family's slaves left during the Civil War. H At the close of 
the war they mostly went to Boston, where one by one children 
and old people died, missing the warmth of the Southern sun 
and the accustomed care. Do our Northern friend think that we 
felt this defection only in our pockets?" She was not naive 
to deny the economic loss. " No, a thousand times no, our 
hearts were wrung by the loss of our friends, those we loved, 
and those who loved us (Coleman 1934:57)." Beverley Tucker 
also expressed the meaning of the separation of the master and 
the slave as "sundering of a tie in which the best and purest 
affections are deeply implicated".
Lucy Ann Tucker was devastated over the loss of her
'servants'. Montague Thompson wrote Cynthia in November 18 62
about Lucy Ann:
Your mother enjoys her usual health but is very 
much depressed [by] the ingratitude of her 
servants[']... shameful desertion of her in her 
troubles, and the cares and troubles to which she 
has heretofore been so little accustomed[,] the 
anxiety about her children, and poor little Sadie 
[']s [Cynthia's daughter] death, all coming 
together, make indeed a burden heavy to bear 
(quoted in Powers 1987:9)."
Polly Valentines's owners' treatment towards her were the 
results of their beliefs. Their beliefs had shaped their 
behavior. Their actions no doubt, were determined to some
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extent, by Polly's behavior. This can be clearly seen in 
Cynthia Tucker's, Nathaniel's daughter, description of Polly's 
behavior to the children:
... In the center of which [a large room] 
there was a crib in which there was 
always a baby now, with Mammy Polly at 
its head, watching, and filling the 
interval of leisure darning for the 
little one, whose "nose had been broken " 
by the newcomer... The family began, as 
is the usual custom, with one child and 
ended, as the usual custom, with five or 
six,each new infant bringing a new burden 
to the willing back of "Mam Polly" and, 
in her open heart, finding a child's 
place, for she had no children of her own 
, and the wealth of her maternal love was 
showered in a golden harvest on the heads 
of the master's children (Coleman 
1934:53-55).
Cynthia believed that Mammy Polly had accepted her 
obligation as a duty and in this way she never considered that 
to Mammy Polly the task of rearing so many children who were 
not her own offspring might have been a constant painful 
reminder that she was fruitless. There is also the 
alternative that she had no wish to bear children in bondage. 
By 1847, Lucy Tucker had borne her husband six children. A 
daughter Lucy had died in 1844. Cynthia, the eldest, was 
fifteen, followed by St. George at eight who was making rapid 
progress in reading. Six year old Thomas Smith, Beverley 
Tucker's favorite was hasty, violent "but the most generous 
and affectionate that creature ever lived". He was always
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ready "to fight an injury and then to plead for the person 
that injured him," was willing to fight Goliath himself in 
defense of his older brother. Frances was four and there was 
also Henrietta, who was born in January 1847. Cynthia helped 
in to care for these two. Another son, Berkeley Montague was 
born in 1848 (Brugger 1978:167).
Susan Tucker interviewing domestic workers and their 
employers in the segregated south reported the case of 
Priscilla Butler who was born in 1909 (Tucker 1988:19-26). 
This period is after slavery but still provides an insight 
into blacks' attitude toward working for whites. Butler spoke 
of her childhood on a plantation where she was raised by her 
aunt and her grandmother. She was a mulatto, fathered by a 
white man who her mother could not claim as the father of her 
child. Her father, Butler said, she blamed for 'mixing her 
up' - meaning that she was both part of the black and the 
white race. Like Polly Valentine, Butler used to have 'long 
plaits coming down to her belt line.' Butler's mother
deathbed request of her child's father was not to let her nine 
year old daughter,"nurse nobody's babies until she nursed her 
own (Tucker 1988:22)."
Mammy Polly's high level of maternal instincts, as 
testified to by Cynthia, not only in her raising the master's 
children but also the children of her first husband, must have
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provided Mammy Polly with constant work in addition to coping 
with a cruel husband who was a drunkard. Cynthia Tucker 
remembered that " Mammy's first husband was not a good man, 
drank and was unkind to her, finally he ran away, and when 
apprehended, Mammy came to my Father and begged him not to 
allowed Canada to return, he was so cruel to her and his 
children: that she hoped never to see him again. Father would 
have done everything for Mammy and so Canada passed out of her 
life (Coleman 1934:56)." Mammy Polly might not have been 
overly worried about the fact that this husband was owned by 
someone else if he was cruel to her. The latter could have 
bothered her in the first instance, at the start of the union 
- the possibility of separation by sale. Beverley Tucker 
might not have acquired the habit of selling off his slaves as 
his daughter wrote but she noted the frustrations and the 
lamentations involved in such "sad parting". The record 
reveals that he sold at least one of his slaves October 1841 
2. Slaves both in rural and urban settings knew about or had 
experienced the sale of relatives, mates and friends (Morgan 
1987:40).
Polly Valentine's long stay with the family no doubt 
would have contributed to some degree of acceptance of their 
authority and power over her. The slave's compromise with 
his owner was a necessary and realistic strategy to the 
slave's continued existence. All slaves did not internalize
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their rulers "hegemony". The devotion of the mammy to the 
master's family is also noted by Genovese (197 6) . He views 
this as one strategy that the slave used to achieve certain 
goals within the system.
The behavior and beliefs of slaves were influenced and 
conditioned by a number of factors at work in slave society. 
The relationships of slaves with free blacks and also with one 
another resulted in the development of alternative lines of 
authority and influences. Slaves living in families and those 
with enlarged kin had added contexts in which their beliefs 
and behavior could be shaped. Colored preachers not only 
shaped slaves religious beliefs but their influence overflowed 
into other areas of slaves lives. Their very religious 
influence was different from main stream teaching as the 
sacred - religion became mixed with the profane 
entertainment in the black churches. Slaves in their daily 
legitimate movements were meeting with each others and 
exchanging news and views. The churches, the groceries, 
stores, slave houses, the homes of free negroes and even the 
woods, especially in the rural areas, served as meeting 
places. Despite all these interactions the master-slave 
relations had precedence.
Tucker, as a representative of many Southern slaveowners, 
felt no obligation to skirt his duty toward his slave. He
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asked his fellow slaveowners and proslavery adherents:
Should we not indeed rejoice that it has 
been given to us to solve the difficulty 
of reconciling subordination with 
freedom, by restoring that beautiful 
harmony, in which power is gentle, and 
obedience liberal, and the will of the 
superior prevails because it is the 
delight of the inferior to know and do it 
([Tucker] 1844b:480).
It is beyond the scope of this study to adequately 
address the question of gender and the place of women in 
southern society. A brief look at this issue shows the 
subordinate status of women. Slave women were given equality 
with slave men in their equal share of hard labor but 
slaveowners did consider gender in the allocation of work and 
in other matters (Higman 1976). Robert Brugger writes , "... 
that men make the decisions that involved matters outside the 
family and to impose discipline within it, while women were 
subordinate, helpful, the principal source of affection and 
the focus of home life. Finally, though only a minority of 
Virginians held slaves in 1800, that form of property carried 
special domestic or "fatherly" responsibilities, buttressing 
male authority and promoting distinctions through the entire 
social order (Brugger 1978:199)." Beverley Tucker described 
a woman as " on the contrary [to a man], timid, feeble, 
helpless, shrinks within their domestic sanctuary, and feels 
that great want of her nature is security for herself and her
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offspring ([Tucker] 1844a:331)." This security was provided, 
Tucker wrote, by a man ([Tucker] 1844a:331).
Tucker had no less than nine slaves but the Valentines 
were the ones for whom he chose to build a house. His 
decision might have been influenced by the number of children 
growing up around her. These were not Polly's children but 
possibly those left by her first husband (Coleman 1934:56). 
Tucker's beliefs and behavior toward his slaves changed over 
time as he internalized paternalism. His beliefs intensified 
and he became more perceptive of the needs of his slaves. 
This no doubt led him to see that Polly had a separate house 
and also to supply her with other material goods.
Archaeological assemblages of slaves who were owned by 
well-documented paternalistic ante-bellum masters such as 
Beverley Tucker, are extremely important for they can reveal 
if these owners practiced what they preached. The Polly 
Valentine assemblage provides one means to assess the reality 
of the master-slave relationship during this period. Beverley 
Tucker's belief - paternalistic in many ways - directly 
influenced the material life of his slave Polly Valentine. 
How this all worked is examined in the next chapter.
CHAPTER 3.
POLLY VALENTINE ASSEMBLAGE
The Polly Valentine slave site was found by excavations 
undertaken by James Knight in 1947 but no record was kept of 
its location (Frank 19 67). While excavating the Brush-Everard 
House Kitchen and surrounding areas of Block 29, Area E, 
Colonial Lot 164 and 165, Ivor Noel Hume noted the state of 
this site (Figures 2 and 3). In 1988 and 1989, the site was 
again excavated under the direction of Patricia Samford. All 
three archaeologists worked for the Colonial Williamsburg 
Foundation. The recent excavations were supported by a grant 
from AT&T and aimed to locate eighteenth-century slave related 
remains. The north and south yards of the Brush Everard 
property were excavated.
The Polly Valentine houselot was re-excavated during this 
excavation - this is now a part of the Brush Everard property 
and no longer on the Tucker's land. The Tucker family 
property in the eighteenth century occupied colonial lots 163, 
164 and 169. The Brush-Everard property occupied colonial 
lots 165 and 166.
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Figure 1. Polly Valentine House Site. 
Source: Samford and Moodey (1989).
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Figure 2. Map showing Nineteenth-Century Foundation of the Polly Valentine House.
Source: Frank (1967).
Figure 3. Chimney Foundation of the Polly Valentine House. 
Source: Frank (1967).
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The name Carter appears on one plat record (Figure 4) and 
this was probably James Carter, for between 1798 to 182 0 the 
Brush-Everard property was taxed to this person (Samford and 
Moodey 1989:4). The Colonial Williamsburg Foundation erred in 
its reconstruction of the eighteenth century fenceline thus 
placing the Polly Valentine site on the Brush Everard property 
instead of on the Tuckers as it was in the eighteenth and 
nineteenth centuries (Samford and Moodey 1989:12).
The excavation of lot 164, now partially contained within 
the Brush Everard property, also found five trash pits filled 
with household and apothecary shop garbage. Patricia Samford 
and Meredith Moodey, the archaeologists working on the site, 
associate these archaeological remains with Dr. George 
Gilmer's apothecary shop which once stood on the corner of 
Nicholson and Palace streets. Dr. Gilmer once lived on the lot 
163, later the Tucker's property in the early eighteenth 
century.
Dr. Gilmer was living on lot 163, in a house constructed 
between 1716 and 1718 by a William Levingston. Some of the 
garbage in the trash pits was from this household. A December 
1745 deed indicated that George Gilmer had been given lot 163, 
164 and 169. This deed also stated that a dwelling house and 
a kitchen of William Levingston and the house called the
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playhouse was on the Palace Street side of the property.
This playhouse became the courthouse when the city 
acquired it in 1745. In 1759 Peachy Gilmer who owned the lots 
at that time, died and the three lots were taken over by James
Tarpley and Thomas Knox, merchants and partners of
Williamsburg. St. George Tucker, Nathaniel Beverley's father 
purchased the lots in 178 8 and later had the house, believed 
to be that of Levingston and also lived in by Gilmer, removed 
to the present location of the Tuckers house (see Figure 5).
The Brush-Everard property has a long and varied history 
(Samford and Moodey 1989). John Brush bought colonial lots
165 and 166 in 1717. By 1779, after many exchanges in
ownership, Thomas Everard was the owner of these lots.
By 183 0, the lots were owned by a Dabney Brown who later 
transferred the property to Daniel Curtis in 1847. The 
property passed into the hands of Sydney Smith in 184 9 and 
remained in the Smith family until W.A.R. Goodwin purchased 
the property in 1928 for the Williamsburg restoration. Dabney 
Brown, Daniel Curtis and Sidney Smith occupation of lot 165 
and 166 were contemporaneous with the Valentine's occupation 
of lot 164 which was a part of the Tucker family (Samford and 
Moodey 1989 see also Appendix B).
The Valentine houselot site was determined from bricks
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Mammy and her husband.” Source: Smart (1986)
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and stones piers found in a rectangular pattern adjacent to 
hearth base, recorded earlier by Noel Hume; evidence for 
where posts once supported this pier-constructed house. The 
stratigraphic layers and features excavated were grouped into 
Harris matrix numbers 3, 10, 2 4 and 110. Harris matrix
system, permits the identification of related features and 
layers on a site. This helps archaeologists in stratigraphic 
analyses. The soil types in the contexts -layers and features 
- were recorded using a Munsell color chart and the inclusions 
noted. The types of soil varied in color from light brown, 
grayish brown, very dark grayish brown to dark brown sandy 
loams. Brick fragments, charcoal, shell and mortar were in the 
soil. The surrounding soil contained layered household refuse 
and these are associated with the house foundation and use.
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Ceramic Analysis
Archaeologists have studied ceramics than any other class 
of artifacts. Ceramics are good dating devices because they 
are everyday items, used broken and discarded. They survive 
well in the ground to become most important analytical tools. 
James Deetz (1973) sees the selection of ceramics as related 
to availability, need, function and social status. The 
economic and social status of a household can sometimes be 
inferred from ceramic analysis.
Lynne Herman, John Sands and Daniel Schecter studied 
ceramics listed in probate inventories as a reflector of 
socio-economic status in St. Mary's County, Maryland during 
the 1840's (Herman et.al 1975). They formulated an economic 
profile of their study population by using information from 
tax lists and census records. This data was used to group 
probate inventories. The ceramics listed were categorized as 
to one of five ceramic analytic types - common earthenware, 
refined earthenware, stonewares, whitewares and porcelains. 
Porcelain was found to correlate with high economic levels. 
This study shows that the value of ceramics can be correlated 
to economics to a certain point, after which wealth is not 
reflected by the possession of more or better ceramics. The 
inference of social and economic status from ceramics must be 
approached with caution, as other factors might be operating 
in the society that are more important in determining socio-
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economic status. Ceramic studies are best approached from an 
interdisciplinary perspective. Studies have shown the
importance of variables as landscape and architecture 
(Beaudry 1984; Herman 1984).
In 1989, Janine Dade and Jane Koehler under the 
supervision of William Pitman, Supervisor of Archaeological 
Collections Research at Colonial Williamsburg, conducted a 
preliminary analysis of the Polly Valentine assemblage. Their 
study compared relative social status between rural and urban 
slaves households. The Polly Valentine assemblage was 
compared with that of Cannon's Point plantation, a site 
studied by John Otto in Saint Simon's Island Georgia.
This comparative analysis of the Polly Valentine 
assemblage concentrated on comparing ceramics - earthenware, 
porcelains, stonewares - from the Cannon's Point slave site 
with that of the Valentines. The study found that there was 
a definable difference in the quality and variety of material 
objects used on rural and urban slave households. Ceramics 
and personal items retrieved from the Valentine assemblage 
were of a higher quality and wider variety than those located 
in the rural Cannon's point slave cabin. The writers 
suggested that the Cannon's Point slaves seem to have acquired 
their wares from bulk supplies purchased for them by their 
owners. The preliminary study suggests that the diversity,
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quality, methods of acquisition and use-life of ceramics on 
urban and rural slave sites exhibit definable differences.
The present analysis of the Polly Valentine assemblage is 
concerned with the assemblage as it points to economic scale 
and its relevant connection to social status. The study seeks 
to highlight some of the reasons behind the quality of the 
Valentine assemblage; the acquisition patterns and the role of 
ceramics in social relations. The use of ceramics by the 
Valentines is addressed. Documentary evidence points to the 
'favored' position of Polly Valentine in the Tucker household. 
Ceramic and architectural analyses form the main area 
supported by the documentary analysis. Documentary support is 
most important and is a central thread joining the different 
areas into a central whole.
In the nineteenth century, ceramics were described and 
purchased by their type of decoration treatment rather than 
their ware types. Studies of ceramics should seek to document 
the range of wares available to the customer and their 
accompanying marketing system. A knowledge of the cost of 
ceramic wares, method of purchase or procurement, their 
intended functions and what was considered fashionable will 
allow archaeologists to take their analysis to greater 
heights. Reconstruction of vessel forms provide a base from 
which inference can be made about the interrelationship of
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ceramic groups and allows for an understanding of the original 
context or setting of ceramics. The ability to infer 
acquisition patterns, for example that of "sets" versus 
individual items, become feasible. Researchers studying 
ceramics have used records of potters, importers, jobbers and 
country stores business records along with period 
advertisements to identify the range of wares available and 
their meanings to consumers in the nineteenth century (Hunter 
1987; Leone and Potter 1988; Miller 1974; 1980; 1989).
George Miller (1974) concerned himself with acquisition 
and patterns of consumption. He studied a nineteenth century 
site occupied by several tenant farmer households. Miller was 
able to reconstruct the sequence of ceramic tableware in the 
order that their owners acquired them. This was done by 
analyzing rim decorations and Miller suggested that the owners 
of the property had attempted to build matched sets of plates. 
He found that a difference existed in the acquisition and use 
patterns of people of different socio-economic levels with the 
wealthier groups purchasing entire sets, while poorer tenants 
farmers were buying ceramics one at a time to replace broken 
ones.
The Miller economic scaling index - a method of assessing 
ceramics in terms of their cost, is an essential tool for 
economic analysis. Information derived from economic scaling
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relates to the purchase of ceramic. This is a start in an 
analysis of ceramic expenditure and for the study of social 
relationship. The analysis will need to proceed beyond price 
scaling. The method is best used with a minimum vessel 
counts. Social status of an item is related to its economic 
value. Staffordshire potters' price fixing agreements and 
merchant invoices in the eighteenth and nineteenth-centuries 
provided information on the cost of wares. According to 
studies done by George Miller, nineteenth-century ceramics 
were being classified by decoration rather than ware types by 
the potters. The following discussion of ceramic types and 
decorations is based on Miller's work on ceramics (1980; 
1989).
In the eighteenth century the English pottery industry in 
Staffordshire dominated the world ceramic trade especially in 
tableware. Creamware, a product of the ceramic revolution was 
introduced in the early 17 60s and became a dominant ceramic 
ware. By the late 1790s, it was the cheapest refined ware and 
was referred to as "cc" in the merchants and potters records.
CC wares formed the lowest or first level on the index scale 
and is almost never decorated. Undecorated vessels after the 
182 0s tend to be chamber pots, mugs, bowls, and forms related 
to kitchen or toilet use. White granite, or ironstone as it 
is used in this study, became popular in the 1850s and was 
higher priced than cc vessels. Under-glaze decorated
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Staffordshire earthenware from the 1780s were either pearlware 
or whiteware. Creamware evolved into what archaeologists 
called whiteware.
Shell-edged wares were generally limited to tablewares 
such as flatwares, sauce boats, tureens and butter boats. 
Pearl or white wares were commonly decorated with blue or 
green edges. Green edge became rare after 1840 while the blue 
edged remained popular up to the 1860s. Dipped wares - a slip 
decorated ware - represented the cheapest hollow wares with 
decoration. They were commonly referred to as "Mugs and Jug 
Ware". Dipped wares had a number of decorations which include 
annular, common cable and mocha. Both shell-edged and dipped 
wares represented level two on a ranking of one to four in 
terms of cost and were the cheapest ceramics with color 
decoration.
Painted wares, which included enamelled wares, represents 
a third level in the economic scale. Enamelled wares - wares 
with painted decoration on top of the glaze - were more 
expensive than underglazed painted wares. From around 1775 to 
the War of 1812 blue painted wares in a Chinese style were the 
dominant painted ware. New colors which included red, black 
and some lighter shades of blue and green were prominent in 
the 1830s. Blue painted wares with floral motifs became 
popular in the 1820s on teawares. Painting was a common
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decorative techniques in the 183 0s both on teawares and 
tablewares such as plates.
Transfer printed wares represents the fourth level and by 
the mid-nineteenth century was about one and a half to two 
times the cost of cc wares. Early transfer printing was done 
on top of the glaze. Printed wares commonly had English and 
foreign landscapes as a part of their decoration and after the 
War of 1812 American scenes were also used. By the 183 0s the 
patterns included romantic views. Willow ware, a pattern 
introduced in the 1780's was the cheapest printed ware 
available by the early nineteenth century. Red, green, brown 
and purple were some of the colors used on printed wares after 
1829, into the 1850s. White granite wares or ironstone seems 
to have replaced transfer printed wares in the 1850s.
The analysis of the archaeological ceramics from the 
Valentine site went beyond counting fragments to identify the 
number of vessels represented by the rim sherds. Crossmending 
sherds is the most reliable method for deriving vessel shapes, 
forms and the quantity present on an archaeological site. 
Complete reconstruction of a vessel is almost impossible, 
especially in sheet refuse when the sherds are very small and 
scattered. Cross mending on the Valentine site did not result 
in the identification of many rim fragments from the same 
vessels.
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The following steps were included in the analysis of the 
ceramic from the Valentine site. The ceramics were separated 
by known manufacturing dates as to ensure that they were 
related to the Valentines occupation of the site and not from 
the Gilmer period. The forms and types of wares to be 
included were then determined by functional categories, 
namely, tableware, teaware, kitchen and toilet items. The 
ceramic types chosen were refined earthenware, porcelain, bone 
china and porcellaneous.
The ceramic sherds for analysis were separated into two 
main groups. The first group, Group 1, contains wares up to 
25 years prior to Polly Valentine's houselot occupation date. 
The date of each sherd, was again, based on manufacturing date 
and period of popularity. This was done in order to test the
hypothesis that Mammy Polly may have been a recipient of her
master's cast offs. This hypothesis is also examined in light 
of two documents that informs about how the Tucker acquired 
their ceramics, for example, by way of, "seconds hand goods"
and inheritance (Appendix A and D).
The second group of ceramics, Group 2 dates to the Polly 
Valentine's occupation and the dates of the ceramics were 
calculated as in Group 1. The analysis seeks to identify the 
acquisition patterns of the Valentines; their use of ceramics 
and the variety of wares including their forms and
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frequencies. The search for sets versus individual items was 
also undertaken. Price scaling activity, based on the Miller 
economic scales, form the major part of the ceramic analysis. 
The data and interpretations from the Valentine site were next 
compared with similar compilations from other contemporaneous 
slave sites.
Some of the earlier material from the Polly Valentine 
assemblage is associated with Gilmer's occupation of lot 163, 
south of the Valentine site. This is mainly delft and the 
coarse earthenware with known manufacturing dates and period 
of popularity dating to the eighteenth century. The exclusion 
of stoneware and coarse earthenware from the study was done 
because these wares cannot be accurately dated or be subjected 
to economic scaling analysis. In urban areas, where 
occupation of houselot changes frequently, archaeologists have 
to solve the problem of separating the remains associated with 
the different householders. Ceramics dating, architecture 
modifications and documentary evidence provide some useful 
tools for doing so.
The Polly Valentine houselot was not occupied by another 
household or building in the eighteenth or nineteenth century 
prior to the building of the Valentines' house and modern 
disturbance seems minimal (Reed 1933; Stephenson 1947; Smart 
1986; Dade and Koehler 1989; Figure 5 and 6) . Refuse from the
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occupation of the other areas of the property of lot 163 and 
164 during the eighteenth century probably ended up in this 
area which later became the Valentine houselot. At least one 
archaeological study of another site in the reconstructed area 
of Colonial Williamsburg revealed that garbage middens did not 
cross fences (Edwards 1989). This discovery would help to 
rule out the possibility that garbage from the adjacent Brush- 
Everard property was disposed at the back of the Tucker's lot.
By 1837 Nathaniel Beverley and his family occupied the 
Tucker property. A house he had bought from Roscow Cole in 
1835 was probably sold to John Tyler by October 1837 3- The 
house for Polly Valentine was constructed sometimes in the 
1840s. In the late 1830s to the early 1840s Beverley had 
carpenters working at the Tucker house. It might have been 
during this period that the house for Polly was built 
(Appendix B).
The ceramics for this study were chosen on the bases of 
what they could contribute to understanding the slave pattern 
of acquisition and use of ceramics. Group 1 consists of 
wares from twenty five years prior to 1840 - the Valentine 
period as calculated from documentary and archaeological 
evidences. This first group of ceramics has a date range from 
1815 - 1840 (Table 2). This group is inferred to be possible 
hand-me-downs from the Tucker family or wares that the
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TABLE 1.
Ceramics From the Polly Valentine Site
#
Form_type Ware_type Dec_tech. of Vess
Plate Creamware Lined brown 1
Plate Creamware Undecorated 3
Plate Pearlware Willow printed, b. 3
Plate Pearlware Enamel lined 1
Plate Pearlware Rococo shelledge g. 3
Plate Pearlware Transfer print C.style 1
Plate Pearlware Printed, blue 2
Plate Pearlware Scalloped shelledge g. 5
Plate Pearlware Shelledge blue 2
Plate Pearlware Scalloped shelledge b. 3
Plate Pearlware Lined, blue 1
Plate Porcelain Ct. Printed, blue 1
Plate Porcellaneous Undecorated 1
Plate Pearlware Shelledge embossed b. 1
Plate Whiteware Undecorated 6
Plate Whiteware Printed, blue 1
Plate Whiteware Printed, flow blue 1
Plate Whiteware Shelledge impressed b. 1
Plate White Granite Undecorated 2
Platter Pearlware Shelledge blue 1
Platter Porcellaneous Undecorated 1
Plate/platter Whiteware Molded 1
Cup Bone China Molded 1
Cup Bone China Undecorated 1
Cup Pearlware Painted, blue 1
Cup Whiteware Undecorated 3
Cup/bowl Whiteware Undecorated 2
Cup/bowl Whiteware Printed, purple 1
Cup White Granite Undecorated 2
Saucer Whiteware Painted, polychrome 1
Saucer Pearlware Painted Polychrome 1
Saucer Bone China Undecorated 1
Saucer Pearlware Printed, blue 2
Saucer Porcelain F. Undecorated 3
Saucer Whiteware Undecorated 1
Bowl Creamware Dipped, rouletted rim 1
Bowl Creamware Undecorated 1
Bowl Pearlware Printed,blue 1
Bowl Pearlware Painted, blue 2
Bowl Porcelain F. Undecorated 1
Bowl Pearlware Printed, blue 1
Bowl Whiteware Annular 1
Bowl Whiteware Rolled rim 1
Bowl Whiteware Printed, blue 1
Basin Whiteware Undecorated 1
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Jug Whiteware Printed, blue 1
Chamber pot Creamware Undecorated 1
Chamber pot Whiteware Undecorated 2
Chamber pot Whiteware Molded 1
Chamber pot White Granite Molded 1
Note: C = Chinese; Ct = Chinese, Canton; F = French;
b = blue; g = green;
TABLE 2.
Ceramics from Group 1.
#
Form type Ware type Dec tech. of Vessel
Plate Pearlware Willow printed, b. 3
Plate Creamware Lined brown 1
Plate Creamware Undecorated 2
Plate Pearlware Enamel lined 1
Plate Pearlware Rococo shelledge g. 3
Plate Pearlware Printed, blue 2
Plate Pearlware Scalloped shelledge g- 5
Plate Pearlware Shelledge blue 2
Plate Porcelain Ct. Printed, blue 1
Plate Pearlware Scalloped shelledge b. 3
Plate Creamware Undecorated 1
Plate Pearlware Lined, blue 1
Plate Pearlware Transfer print C.style 1
Plate Porcellaneous Undecorated 1
Platter Porcellaneous Undecorated 1
Cup Pearlware Painted, blue 1
Cup Bone China Molded 1
Cup Bone China Undecorated 1
Saucer Pearlware Painted Polychrome 1
Saucer Pearlware Printed, blue 2
Saucer Porcelain F. Undecorated 3
Saucer Bone China Undecorated 1
Bowl Creamware Dipped, rouletted rim 1
Bowl Creamware Undecorated 1
Bowl Pearlware Printed, blue 1
Bowl Pearlware Painted, blue 2
Bowl Porcelain F. Undecorated 1
Chamber pot Creamware Undecorated 1
Note: C = Chinese; Ct. = Chinese, canton; F = French
b = blue; g = green.
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Valentines had acquired over a long period. The second group 
of ceramics, Group 2, contains wares dating after 1840 but 
was most popular within the period of the 1840s to 1860s 
(Table 3). These vessels are believed to have probably been 
purchased by the Valentines. It was assumed that porcelain 
and bone china were more likely to have been hand-me-downs 
rather than Valentines purchases. This assumption was based 
on the cost of these wares.
A minimum vessel count of the wares based on rim sherds 
produced seventy nine vessels (Table 1) . A minimum vessel 
count is a conservative estimate of the number of vessel forms 
or types present within an assemblage. Vessel forms were 
identified solely on the basis of rim treatment in cases where 
there were not enough of the rim with the body to identify the 
vessel form. What is observed in the archaeological record 
is the summation of the process of breakage, disposal and the 
preservation of material culture. Only a part of what was 
used in a household is recoverable in the archaeological 
record. In addition, ceramics often account for only a small 
percentage of a household expenditure.
Following Miller's (1980; 1989; personal communication) 
directions the vessels in the assemblage were separated 
according to ware types and their decorative techniques. The 
wares were kept in their separate analytic group.
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TABLE 3.
Ceramics from Group 2.
Form_type Ware type
Plate Pearlware
Plate Whiteware
Plate Whiteware
Plate Whiteware
Plate Whiteware
Platter Pearlware
Plate/platter Whiteware
Plate White Granite
Cup Whiteware
Cup/bowl Whiteware
Cup/bowl Whiteware
Cup White Granite
Saucer Whiteware
Saucer Whiteware
Bowl Whiteware
Bowl Whiteware
Bowl Whiteware
Jug Whiteware
Basin Whiteware
Chamber pot White Granite
Chamber pot Whiteware
Chamber pot Whiteware
#
Dec_tech. of Vessel
Shelledge blue 1
Undecorated 6
Printed, blue 1
Printed, flow blue 1
Shelledge impressed b. 1 
Shelledge blue 1
Molded 1
Undecorated 2
Undecorated 3
Undecorated 2
Printed, purple 1
Undecorated 2
Painted, polychrome 1
Undecorated 1
Annular 1
Rolled rim 1
Printed, blue 1
Printed, blue 1
Undecorated 1
Molded 1
Molded 1
Undecorated 2
Note: b = blue.
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Two major years were selected from the indexes in Miller's 
(1989) latest work. The scales are 1814 and 184 6. There was 
a major drop in ceramic prices after 1809 and after 1844 
printed wares were discounted at a different rate. The two 
years chosen are in keeping with the separation of the 
assemblage in the two group so as to get a better picture of 
purchasing and acquisition patterns. The work in each group 
continued with the multiplication of the index value of each 
vessel type with the number of vessels of that type. The sum 
of the result for each vessel type was then divided by the 
number of vessels. This gave the average cc index value of 
the assemblage. This was done for plates, cups, bowls and 
saucers in the two groups of ceramic from the Polly Valentine 
site (See Tables 4-6).
The analysis grouped the wares into functional categories 
such as tablewares, teawares, kitchenwares and a non-foodway 
category of toilet wares. Forty-two of the seventy-two food 
related vessels are tableware category - mainly plates and a 
few platters with nine vessels occurring in the lowest 
economic price level. Three of these are from Group 1 and six 
from Group 2 . Most of the table wares are in the second level 
of the economic grouping - edged and dipped wares (Table 7). 
Most of the plates are pearlware. Ivor Noel Hume writes "that 
archaeological evidence suggests that by 1810 Pearlware seems
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TABLE 4.
Values of Tablewares From Group 1.
Index Value
Form Decoration 1814 1846 # of 1
Plate cc 1.00 1. 00 3
Plate Edged 1.28 1.13 12
Plate Lined 1.71 - 2
Plate Enamelled 2 .35 - 1
Plate Printed 3 . 00 - 4
Plate Printed 3 .42 2 . 42 2
Plate Porcelain 6 . 00 3 .96 1
Plate Porcellaneous - 3 .96 1
Platter Porcellaneous - 3 .96 1
Total count of vessels = 27
Average value for 1814 = 1.92 
Average value for 1846 = 1.71
Note: Porcelain and Porcellaneous 
wares are calculated on the highest 
value of printed wares.
Values of Tablewares From Group 2.
Index Value
Form Decoration 1814 1846 # of
Plate cc — 1. 0 6
Plate Edged 1.28 1. 13 1
Plate Edged - 1. 13 2
Plate Granite - 2 .22 2
Plate Printed - 2.42 1
Plate Printed - 3 . 03 1
Plate/
Platter Granite 3 .23 1
Platter Edged - 1. 64 1
Total count of vessels = 15
Average value for 1814 = 1.28 
Average value for 1846 = 1.61
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TABLE 5
Values of Teawares From Group 1.
Index Value
Form Decoration 1814 1846 # of '
Cup Bone China 1. 50 1.23 3
Saucer Painted 1.50 1.23 2
Saucer Porcelain 3.00 2.27 5
Total count of vessels = 10
Average value for 1814 = 2.16 
Average value for 184 6 = 1.83
Values of Teawares from Group 2.
Index Value
Form Decoration 1846 # of Vessel.
Cup cc 1. 00 3
Saucer cc 1. 00 1
Saucer Granite 2. 08 2
Saucer Painted 1.23 1
Cup/bowl cc 1.00 2
Cup/bowl Printed 2.27 1
Total count of vessels = 10
Average value for 184 6 = 1.3 6
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TABLE 6.
Values of Kitchenwares From Group 1.
Index Value
Form Decoration 1814 1846 # of
Bowl cc 1.00 1. 00 1
Bowl Dipped 1.20 1.20 1
Bowl Painted 1.60 1. 60 2
Bowl Printed 2.80 2 . 58 3
Total count of vessels = 
Average value for 1814 = 2. 
Average value for 184 6 = 1.87
Values of Kitchenwares From Group 2.
Index Value
Form Decoration 1846 # of Vessel.
Bowl Dipped 1.2 0 2
Bowl Printed 2.58 1
Total count of vessels = 3
Average value for 184 6 = 1.31
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to have become Americas' dominant common tableware (Noel Hume 
1973:236).
Group 1 displays a higher level of expenditure in 
comparison to Group 2. Group 1 has 40.90% of the vessels 
occurring in the highest economic level to 28.57% of Group 2. 
Group 2 has its highest percentage of wares in the lowest 
price level - undecorated wares, 3 5.71% to that of 11.3 6% of 
Group 1. There are significant differences in the price 
levels in these two groups (Table 7). This would support the 
hypothesis that Polly Valentine might have acquired these 
wares in Group 1 as hand-me-downs from the Tucker household.
The assemblage has equal numbers of wares from the 
teaware category in the two analytic groups. These twenty 
vessels include saucers, cups and the form cup/bowl - a 
category used when it was difficult to tell the form of the 
teaware vessel. In Group 1 the teawares are either printed or 
painted and five are porcelain. These vessels are equally 
split between price levels three and four. Only two of the 
ten tablewares are in price level three in Group 2 while the 
remaining eight occur equally into level one - cc wares and 
level four - white granite (Table 6) . Two kitchen wares in 
Group 2 are of the second price level - dipped and edged wares 
and one is a transfer printed whiteware vessel. While in 
Group 1 kitchen ware category three vessels are in level four
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two are porcelain and one is printed pearlware, two creamware 
bowls in level one and one each in levels 2 and three. Even 
in kitchen articles the wares in Group 1 are of a more 
expensive variety than the wares in Group 2 tablewares.
Tableware is the largest group in the assemblage with 
forty two vessels and twenty in tea wares. There are seven 
wares in the toilet category - a basin, five chamberpots and 
a jug (Table 10) . Economic scales are not available for 
toilet wares. These vessels include molded and printed wares 
and adheres to the high quality of ceramics on the site.
The index value of each food-related category of wares 
are listed by the two main groups and indexed by the scales 
for the years 1814 and 1846 (Table 9). This was done for both 
years so as to better interpreted the data in the comparison 
of the value of the wares in both groups in the assemblage. 
Group two plates are mostly whiteware unlike the wider variety 
of wares in Group 1 - creamware, pearlware, porcelain and 
porcellaneous wares. The last two types of wares do not occur 
in Group 2. Ceramic prices declined between 1809 and 1844 
yet there is only a small number of printed wares in Group 2. 
This might be accounted for by the popularity of white 
granite wares of the second half of the nineteenth century. 
White granite wares show up in the tea and table wares of 
Group 2. For all the categories in each group, Group 1 wares
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TABLE 8.
Ceramics: Functional Categories of Wares by Price Levels.
Functional Category
Tableware Teaware Kitchenware
Price Level %
1 9 4 2 20. 83
2 18 - 3 29.16
3 2 7 1 13.88
4 13 9 4 36. 11
Total 42 20 10 99.98
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TABLE 9
Average Values of Ceramics at the Polly Valentine Site.
Functional Category Average Value Number
of Wares
1814 1846
Table Group 1 1.92 1.71 27
Group 2 — 1. 61 15
Tea Group 1 2 .16 1.83 10
Group 2 — 1.36 10
Kitchen Group 1 2.86 1.87 7
Group 2 - 1.20 3
Figure 7.
Tablewares from Group 1.
Plate rim sherds 
Chinese Porcelain, canton 
Pearlware, rococo shell-edged decoration 
Pearlware, shell-edged decoration.

Figure 8.
Tablewares from Group 2 
Plate rim sherds
A: Whiteware with shell-edged decoration 
B: Whiteware, transfer-printed 
C: Whiteware, flow blue decoration.

Figure 9.
Teaware from Group 1.
Sherds from a Pearlware saucer, painted, polychrome.

96
TABLE 10.
Toilet Items from Group 1 and 2.
Group 1.
1 Creamware chamberpot, undecorated.
Group 2.
1 White Granite chamber pot, molded.
1 Whiteware chamber pot with molded decoration.
2 Whiteware chamber pots undecorated.
1 Whiteware jug, undecorated.
1 Whiteware basin, transfer printed.
Figure 10.
Toilet Items from Group 2.
A: White Granite chamber pot sherd 
B: Whiteware jug sherd, printed blue.
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are more costly than Group 2 for the years studied.
The wealth of a slaveowner does not play the leading role 
in slaves access to ceramics. Charles Orser found from an 
analysis of ceramics associated with planters and slaves 
ceramics on both small and large plantations, that the 
distribution of artifacts on a plantation is related equally 
to a planter's external relation with society, his buying 
power and to the internal power relations [planter power over 
slaves] rather than merely to a planter's external relations. 
Orser compares data from Cannon Point, an antebellum 
plantation on St. Simons Island in Georgia studied by John 
Otto to studies done by S.M Moore (Orser 1988a).
The owner of Cannon's Point, based on the number of 
slaves he owned - between 100 and 2 00 slaves, was a wealthy 
planter. The planter assemblage contained a higher proportion 
of refined earthenware with transfer printed decorations. 
Using Miller's (1980) price index as an economic measure, 
Orser points to the wealthier assemblage of the Cannon's Point 
planter. Ceramics were arranged on levels of one to four with 
four being the highest represented by decorated transfer 
printed refined ceramics and the lowest - level one, 
undecorated ceramics. Orser uses S.M. Moore's study of
Cannon 's Point (planter and slave contexts), Sinclair 
(planter and slave) and other plantations, including Jones
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with more than three hundred slaves, to show that the 
planter's wealth may have played a role in ceramic usage among 
slaves but the major process that affected and regulated the 
usage and acquisition of artifacts among slaves was the power 
relations between the planter and his slave.
The Sinclair's planter assemblage - a poorer planter 
with not more than fifty slaves and not less than ten - 
contained a higher percentage of inexpensive wares -58.17 % in 
comparison to Cannon's Point planter 11.73 %. This analysis 
illustrates the ability of the archaeological record to reveal 
planters' economic status. Planters on large plantations 
could afford more expensive ceramics than planters of smaller 
plantations. Orser relates this to planter external relations 
by which he meant the buying power of the planter. A number 
of writers have noticed the high correlation between the 
wealth of the planters and the quality of artifacts found on 
slave sites (McKee 1988; Kelso 1976; Moore 1985).
Orser concludes - after studying Moore's work - that 
domestic slave samples appear to be different while field 
slave samples appear similar regardless of plantation size. 
While planters' distribution of ceramics can be linked to the 
planter's economic buying power, this linkage could be not be 
borrowed and applied wholesale to the slave contexts of the 
same planters. The domestic slave assemblage at Cannon's
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Point was closer to the planter assemblage, while the field 
slave assemblage bored the greatest dissimilarity to that of 
the planter. The hypothesis that artifacts of small planters 
and their slaves would appear similar was not supported by the 
comparison of the Sinclair's planter and slaves (Orser 1988a) .
Material goods among field and house slaves were 
unequally distributed. The domestic slave assemblage was more 
like that of the planter than that of the field slave. The 
reason for this difference must be sought in the relations 
between the planter and the slave. Field slaves had a more 
distant relationship with planters and their material 
assemblage should and does reflect this relationship.
The Valentine assemblage, when compared with other slave 
sites show why the quality of social relations between the 
master and the slave should be considered in any 
interpretation of the material remains on these sites. The 
evidence (Table 13) suggests that the elite status of the 
slaveholder is sometimes carried over into the material 
culture of the slave. Slaves on large plantations or 
households may have had a higher quality of material goods 
than slaves on the smaller plantations or households, but this 
was not always so. Economic relations alone do not explain 
the correlations, nor do considerations of power relations. 
There remains the need for an alternative perspective to the
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problem of why the Valentine site exhibits the highest value. 
The quality of the social relations between the master and the 
slave would seem to provide the answer as is evident in the 
comparison of the Valentine assemblage with other slave sites 
(Table 13).
The quality of the social relations between the Tuckers 
and the Valentines as assessed from the documentary evidence 
is seen in the ceramic scaling data. The majority of the 
refined ceramics from the Valentine site are of the most 
expensive types. The possibility of the Valentines purchasing 
all these wares by themselves is not supported by the date of 
the ceramics and the activities of the Valentines. Polly 
Valentine, would likely have been unable to purchase all 
these ceramics. There is a strong possibility that most of 
these wares were acquired as hand-me-downs from the Tuckers.
Social status correlates with consumer behavior in terms 
of the quantity and quality of goods consumed. On large 
plantations, direct provisioning of ceramics to slaves would 
be necessary unlike on small plantations or households, slaves 
could have been supplied by cast-offs (Singleton 1988). 
Recycling of ceramics was one means of acquisition for 
Beverley Tucker. On two instances Tucker acquired his
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TABLE 11.
Ceramics Beverley Tucker Purchased from Roscow Cole.
One sett [sic] India Dining China 
vizt.
2 5/12 doz. desert Plates
5 11/12 .. Breakfast do [Plates]
6 5/12 .. dinner do fPlatesl
2 4/12 . . Deep do [Plates]
1 Soup Tureen
2 Sauce do [Tureen] & Stands 
2 Butter Boats & Stands
19 Dishes assorted to largest size 
4 Vegetable do [Dishes]
Containing 202 Pieces cost $86 for $70.
Tea China, (best Gilt) 
vizt.
2 doz. Cups 
2 doz. Saucers 
2 doz. Cake Plates
2 1/2 doz. large do [Plates?] for $25.
Note: See Appendix A.
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TABLE 12.
Some of the Ceramics Beverley Tucker 
Estate.
Table china 
China Bowls 
Chamber cockery 
Set of Tea China 
[in pencil -B-]
Black tea pot
do.[tea pot] 
lot of odd pieces of 
Tea China [ in pencil 
— B — ]
12 China 
[illegible]
Table china 
Tea urn 
China Bowls
took from his Father's
30
2-50
5.
6.
1.
. 50
1.
6.
25
3
2.50
Note: See Appendix D.
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TABLE 13.
Percentages of Ceramics from Slave Contexts by Price Levels
Price Level.
1 2 3 4
Plantation & 
Household
Cannon's Point N. 20.27 43 . 94 6. 63 29.17
Cannon's Point S. 36.13 38.06 16.13 9.68
Jones 49 . 86 28.39 13 .40 8.36
Polly Valentine 20. 83 29 . 16 13 . 88 36.11
Sinclair 61. 70 8 . 77 9 . 94 19.59
Note: Table adopted from Charles Orser (1988a).
Sinclair: domestic slaves of small planter. Cannon's Point: 
slaves of large planter. Cannon's Point North: domestic
slaves. Cannon's Point South: field slaves. Jones: field
slaves of large planter.
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ceramics second-hand (Appendices A and D Tables 11 and 12). 
The Valentines, too, it is believed, received hand-me-downs 
which might have been some of the same ceramics the Tuckers 
had acquired second-hand. Ceramic analysis fails to account 
for the economic and symbolic uses of the landscape as a means 
of social production and reproduction (Beaudry 1986:46). 
Landscaping activity and house modification or construction at 
domestic site, both urban and rural, are often dramatic 
expressions of changes in the household - changes in size, 
composition, economic and or social standing, division of 
labor and other such issues (Beaudry 1984:32). Ceramic 
analysis, when combined with an examination of the historical 
and present landscapes will further reveal the symbolic use of 
material culture in social relations.
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The House.
The building of a separate house for Polly Valentine can 
be related to events - to changes in her life - probably her 
second marriage; the growth of children around her and her 
husband and changes in the society (McKee 1989; Coleman 193 4). 
Polly had no children of her own although she was twice 
married. The children probably belonged to her first husband, 
Robert who according to Cynthia was also called Canada 
(Coleman 1934:56). Cynthia remembered that Robert belonged to 
a neighbor. He usually came each night to "his wife's [Polly] 
house", "a neat comfortable room in the house appropriated to 
the servants, and called the Laundry, because in the large 
entering room the family clothes were washed; from this other 
rooms opened on all sides (Coleman 1934:54-55)." The Polly 
Valentine site has important implications for an analysis of 
slave dwellings in Williamsburg. Stables, laundry rooms and 
kitchens are the more frequently recorded places of slaves 
homes.
From Cynthia's writing about her mammy the "kindness" of 
the Tuckers toward some of their slaves is shown. The Tuckers 
had a home "fixed up" for the Polly and her second husband 
away from the other servants. The children growing up around 
the Valentines played a prominent part to instigate the move. 
The overcrowding of the Valentine "home" in the laundry had
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touched the heart of Nathaniel Beverley, especially the 
inconvenience of bringing up children he had allowed to remain 
after being instrumental in getting rid of their cruel father. 
Beverley might have felt a fatherly concern for these
fatherless children. He no doubt felt it was his duty to
provide better housing for the children and Polly for whom his 
daughter thought her father would have done everything - - 
short of giving her liberty.
Site use must be understood over time from both the 
archaeological and documentary perspectives. The 19 67 report 
by the archaeologist working in Colonial Williamsburg noted 
the remains of the structure that is now believed to be the 
home of Polly and Jim Valentine. A brick chimney foundation, 
with a small section of its abutting wall, was uncovered 
(Figure 3) . It was assumed to be the remains of a pier-
supported structure, since evidence of two piers was
encountered north and west of the chimney (Fig.2). A 
pearlware sherd, with the earliest manufacturing date of 1779, 
provided the mean to date this structure to be no earlier than 
the 1800 (Frank 1967).
The archaeological work of 1967 and 1988 revealed that 
a pier supported frame structure measuring 15' x 25', once 
stood on the site. This type of pier constructed structure
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became a popular form of slave housing by the middle of the 
nineteenth century (Samford and Moodey 1988; Singleton 1988; 
Mckee 1989). Samford and Moodey believe that the
architectural remains on the Polly Valentine site are from a 
wooden frame house. The house had stood on brick and stone 
piers and had a substantial brick hearth.
According to Larry Mckee (1989), nineteenth-century 
writers promoting orderly slave family life recommended that 
slave houses should be well made, permanent and self-contained 
family houses. The housing reforms called for in journals 
such as Debow's Review, the Southern Planter, and The Farmer's 
Register studied by Mckee, provide insights on the way some 
planters thought about how things should be. These journals 
emphasized that slave cabins should be economically built and 
maintained. They should improve the health and comfort of the 
occupants, increased slaveholders' surveillance, discipline 
and convenience of slaves for service.
Slave housing in the nineteenth century were better 
constructed than those of the eighteenth century. Theresa 
Singleton (1988) found from her research that by the 1830's, 
the recommended standard dwelling for a single family was 16 
by 18 (or 20 feet) . A slave dwelling was to be located at 
least seventy five feet from neighboring dwellings and raised 
on building piers 2 to 3 feet. The floors should be of plank
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and the house should have a large fireplace. She found that 
when sizes could be determined that excavated slave structure 
were close to the dimensions of 16 by 18 ft and few were 
larger (Singleton 1988:357; see Table 14). The Valentine 
cabin was of a longer length than the other cabins.
Some slave owners did build the types of cabin prescribed 
in the journals. These cabins were usually raised several 
feet above the ground on piers as slaveholders believed that 
this would promote slave health - less harboring of garbage 
beneath cabins as the underneath were now visible - and 
prevent the making of slave hidey-holes beneath such 
dwellings. Writers in the nineteenth century noted the 
accumulation of garbage around slave cabins and underneath 
(Mckee 1989).
Ill
TABLE 14.
Comparison of Antebellum Slave Unit Dimensions.
Plantation Family Unit Width Length Ref
& Household Feet Feet
Kingsley one 12.0 16.1 (a)
Cannon's Point one 17.0 20 (b)
Sinclair one 11.2 21 (c)
Polly Valentine one 15 25 (d)
Wilcox one(?) 16 20 (e)
Adopted from Singleton 1988:357.
(a) Fairbanks 1974 (B) Otto 1975 (c) Moore 1981 (d) This work 
(e) Mckee 1989.
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Archaeological work at Flowerdew Hundred in Prince George 
County, Virginia uncovered the foundation of one such slave 
cabin. This cabin had been destroyed in the 193 0s. The 
Flowerdew cabin had stood on a pier foundation, 16 by 2 0 foot 
size, with a well built hearth and chimney at its northerly 
end (Mckee 1989) . Mckee believes that slave cabins were used 
as a control mechanism, as there was a tight link between 
architectural form and behavior. Slaveholders were more 
concerned in the nineteenth century with the behavior of their 
slaves and this include a surveillance of slaves' houses and 
yards. Slave homes that were visible from the main house 
tended to be more elaborate than those which were unseen. 
Vanessa Patrick 4 found in her research of Anne Arundel 
County, Maryland federal tax records that slave cabins usually 
were recorded with the information following this trend:
1. Log appear to have ben the predominant construction
mode.
2. Favored buildings dimensions were 16'x 16', 16'x 20',
16'x 24' and 20'x 20'.
3. The size of a slave house was only roughly dictated
by the number of slaves assigned to it.
In the writings of ante-bellum slave holders the 
paternalistic attitude toward their slaves was a major 
component as they emphasized the "human rather than the 
property status" of their slaves (Leavitt 1981). The material
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evidence sometimes testified to the contrary as in the matter 
of slave housing. Many slaves were forced to live in the same 
quarters. The Tucker slaves lived in the laundry and Polly and 
her family lived there until a house was built for them. The 
Tuckers had more than nine slaves (Coleman 193 4). Edward 
Chappell (1982) suggests that well-built slave housing was 
largely a nineteenth-century phenomenon, experienced by a 
minority of slaves. The Valentines were among that minority.
Charles Orser (1988b) believed that social relations 
between master and slave were exhibited spatially. Space can 
be appropriated at least in part to the relations of 
production, namely the division of labor between consumers and 
producers. He hypothesized that difference in house size 
probably related to economics. Slaveholders provided money 
for construction of large houses or improvement to such for 
themselves and usually less grand and smaller ones for their 
slaves. Slaves lacked the power to demand better housing and 
the economic means to provide their own. The size of slave 
housing therefore, can be viewed as a physical manifestation 
of slave owner's power over their slaves. House size not only 
reflects power relations but the location of the house as 
well.
Orser suggests that the spatial plan on ante-bellum 
plantation was designed to put the workers near their
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workplaces and in their places. Field slaves generally lived 
near the field, house slaves near the master's house and 
overseers lived between planters and slaves. The slaves were 
lodged far enough to prevent being troublesome and near enough 
for observation (Orser 1988b).
The Valentine house was located at the back of the Tucker 
property (Figures 5 and 6). There is a possibility that the 
Tuckers might not have built a house for a slave so close to 
the Governor Palace, if the latter had not burnt by that time. 
The Valentine house was adjacent to Palace Street - - a very 
important avenue in the eighteenth century - - along the vista 
approaching the Governor Palace.
By the nineteenth century, with the removal of the 
capital to Richmond and the Governor Palace in ruin, Tucker 
thought the section of his property, closest to this area, had 
lost its significance in any prestigious display of status. 
By the 184 0s, he had the Valentine house built. In the 
nineteen century the focus of the town or rather village as it 
was mostly referred to by contemporary descriptions, was on 
the Nicholson Street side of the Tuckers' property - Market 
Square. Market Square - directly across from the green of the 
Tucker house served as the center of the commercial, military 
and county legal affairs. It was the also the scene of 
auctions, slave sales and meetings. Nineteenth-century
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Williamsburg was a "paltry village" with animals grazing 
everywhere (Yetter 1988:30-45).
Texas Anderson and Roger Moore suggest that the built 
environment can be regarded as a significant medium of 
communication. The organization of the physical space, as 
well as the structures themselves, provide visual 
reinforcement for the organization of the social structure. 
These writers believe that the built environment is a physical 
representation of the ideology that shapes the society, as it 
is a repetition of the myth by which people construct their 
lives and the social order (1988:387).
Terrence Epperson (1989) writing, about "Race and the 
Disciplines of the Plantation", discusses the contradiction 
between exclusion and incorporation in domination. The 
exclusionary impulses are represented by the need to create 
the 'Other' as different and alien and the incorporative 
aspects are necessary to place the 'Other' into a single 
social order and cultural system of domination. The tensions 
between exclusion and incorporation can be a part of spatial 
arrangement. The Valentine house was part of an ideological 
manipulation of the Tucker's landscape. Although the 
Valentine house was part of the formal landscape of the Tucker 
it was placed as such to be out of alignment with the main 
house. This involved a denial of the totality of power
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relations as the distance from the main house would imply the 
autonomy of the slaves in the cabin.
CHAPTER 4.
CONCLUSION
Material culture can be manipulated to change the quality 
and the structure of social relations. This manipulation is 
reflected in the archaeological record and must be interpreted 
symbolically. Material culture is interwoven in the social 
fabric of master - slave relations and a focus on its symbolic 
qualities will reveal the nature of the relationship. 
Historical archaeology has the potential to interpret master- 
slave relationship when individuals are seen as having an 
active role in the material aspects of their life. 
Archaeological analysis must go beyond placing material items 
into a ready-made typology based on chronology or material to 
look at what it all meant. The symbolic approach provides one 
way for archaeologists to interpret the meanings of material 
culture, especially that which approximate "native" meanings.
The division of the sample of refined ceramics from the 
Polly Valentine site allows for comparison within the sample. 
An analysis without this prior division would have obscured 
the Valentine acquisition pattern. While the high quality of 
the assemblage could be easily ascertained the potential of
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the assemblage to inform about the role of ceramics in master- 
slave relations would be downplayed. The differences within 
the two groups are consequential and suggest that the
Valentines might have acquired some of the wares from the
Tucker or that in the early period of the occupation of the 
site the Valentines bought more expensive wares.
The wares in group one are mainly wares that are earlier 
than the Valentine occupation of the site and signify a long 
period of acquisition. This does not pose a problem for the 
analysis, since best ceramics, especially tablewares and
teawares were usually saved for special occasions. The 
lifespan of ceramics that are used everyday is relatively 
short in comparison to those that are rarely used. The former 
are broken, discarded and replaced regularly and usually these 
are the cheaper, more readily available wares (Herman 1984).
There is the possibility that Polly Valentine had 
acquired most of the ceramics in Group 1 prior to the 
occupation of the house, while she was living in the Tuckers' 
laundry. These pieces she might have kept carefully and thus 
ensured their long survival. Polly Valentine's long residence 
and travels with the family would have allowed her to be in 
the position to acquire their cast-offs or be the beneficiary 
of gifts. Her position as a nanny would have no doubt 
endeared her to the Tuckers. Beverley Tucker showed his
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benevolence to Mammy Polly by building a house for her and her 
family.
Monetary gifts would have also allowed Polly to acquire 
ceramics and other items through purchases at local stores. 
Her long stay with the Tuckers and her integral role in 
raising the children would have exposed her to their material 
culture. This exposure perhaps, guided or influenced Polly in 
her purchases. Some idea of what Beverley Tucker surrounded 
himself with can be gained, by looking at his purchases, 
inheritance and architectural changes at the Tuckers House 
ordered by Tucker himself with some consultation from his wife 
for their comfort (Appendices A, B and D; see also Tables 11- 
12 for lists of ceramics most relevant to this study).
One method of slaves access to money was from skimming 
off the extra from bargaining in the marketplace. This extra 
the slaves would keep for themselves to buy their own material 
goods. There is no evidence that Polly Valentine had indulged 
in this practice. One other method is pointed out by Beverley 
Tucker, when he wrote that in the village [meaning 
Williamsburg] in which he resides there may be 1,500 
inhabitants. He estimated that about one third of the 
population were slaves and that he had been assured by a 
retailer of proverbial caution that not less than fifty - 
equal to half the whole number of adult males by Tucker's
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estimate - can command credit at his retail store ([Tucker 
1844a]).
Polly Valentine would have also been influenced by the 
commercialism of nineteenth century Williamsburg and the 
effect of living in an urban environment. She no doubt had 
acquired a taste for ceramics, even if most of the wares - it 
is hypothesed here, that she might have purchased were in the 
lowest economic level. The wares in Group 2, possibly 
purchased by Polly or wares probably bought for slaves are 
35.71% in price level one and 28.57% in level 4. The 
remainder of the wares are in level two and three (Table 7).
There is no strong support for the argument that Beverley 
Tucker bought ceramics from the store for his slaves since he 
purchased used wares for himself. He was also the recipient 
of wares from his father's estate in 1815 and no doubt when 
his stepmother Lelia Tucker, his father's last wife - died in 
1837, he received more hand-me-downs. In 18 35 he bought a 
house from Roscow Cole along with ceramic items (Appendix A). 
Cole at the time informed him that he was receiving these 
ceramics "much below the original cost without taking into 
consideration the expenses incurred in buying and Transporting 
same to this place [Williamsburg]...5."
The ceramics from the Valentine site do not indicate the
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presence of sets. There is the plausible explanation that the
Valentines might not have acquired sets if they received hand- 
me-downs. The low monetary resources of Polly Valentine and 
her husband, based on a documentary evidence of domestic 
slaves, might not have resulted in their purchases of sets. 
The high numbers of flatwares - plates and platter along with 
teawares (Table 8) do not support a "slave culture" or poverty 
lifestyle based on stew or "one-pot meals" (Otto 1977; 
Armstrong 1985). Although a study of the faunal remains from 
this site would have made an interesting contribution to the 
study of the Valentines lifestyle, this work was unable to 
venture in the area of faunal analysis.
Houses are the setting for many activities - mainly 
domestic and should be studied as behavioral contexts rather 
than historical products (Mintz 1974). The Valentines with 
their own, house unlike the other Tuckers' slaves, might have 
engaged in some social emulation of the Tuckers. Their 
tablewares, teawares and kitchen wares might have played a 
part in social display. The other slaves of the Tuckers 
visited the Valentines and Cynthia Tucker sometimes went to 
her mammy's house.
Polly Valentine, according to Cynthia, was immaculate and 
neat at work in the Tucker's household and probably engaged in 
similar behavior at her house. Cynthia was married by 1852
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and was a widow by 1858. During her widowed state she held 
prayer meetings at the Valentines. The Tuckers still had 
enough slaves around by then, this was after Beverley's death, 
for at least six or more slaves would be at these meetings. 
The use of Polly Valentine's house as a meeting place would 
have required her to have her place presentable for such 
activities. These times when the Valentines' house became a 
"public building" were times when their material goods would 
be part of the domain of display.
Theresa Singleton (1988) believes that anti-slavery 
fervor forced southern defenders of slavery to adopt reforms 
that resulted in a social order that may have suppressed an 
African heritage in material expressions. Slave expressions 
were in many instances not only crushed, but the their 
autonomy was limited even when they lived at a distance from 
main house. In urban areas, as Williamsburg slaves were 
surrounded by a sea of white power.
The Valentine house was close to other white residents 
even if it was at a distance from the Tucker house. The 
Valentine House was placed so far back on the Tucker property 
that it was almost not on the property. The Palace Street 
side of the Tuckers' property had lost its importance long 
before the Valentine house was built. Williamsburg from the 
late eighteenth century-after the removal of the colonial
123
capital to Richmond and the Governor Palace burnt, lost some 
of its prosperity.
The Tuckers tried to make the Valentine house invisible 
by putting it far from the view of Market Square, the focus of 
the town. Such manipulation of the landscape excluded slaves 
from view but not from the consciousness of nineteenth century 
slaveowners. The irony of it all is that an error in the 
reconstruction work of the Colonial Williamsburg Foundation 
put this house lot right off the Tuckers' property. Polly 
Valentine and her family were subjected to constant 
surveillance by the whites.
Religion was used in the ideological manipulation of the 
slave. It became an "opiate" for many slaves, as they 
devoured it to dull the pain of enslavement and to develop a 
hope for freedom - if not 'in this world, in the world that is 
to come'. Freedom they argued would not be of any benefit to 
the propertyless - without material possession and even less 
for the propertied for whom there would be no more surplus.
Jim Valentine, Polly's husband was so enthused by 
religion that he was viewed as a fanatic by Lucy Ann Tucker. 
She labelled him "Fool Jim" and her daughter wrote about this 
"simple soul" who found solace in God (Coleman 1934). "Fool 
Jim" was to take religion to a higher height and a greater
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depth than others, even those who had blessed him with it.
Nat Turner's revolt in Virginia resulted in a burst of 
proselytizing. Christianity was one means of social control 
that slaveholders enlisted in a reform movement to make 
slavery as a way of life, bearable for the slaves. Religion 
became for many slaves a total way of life. It was not
limited to when they went to church but God was with them all
the time and in everything they did. Religion became 
entertainment as well as worship.
The whites gave the blacks the freedom to be found in
religion but sought actively to regulate and police slave 
religious activities. No area of slave's life was left 
unsupervised. Cynthia Tucker taught the slaves Christianity 
and prayed with them - offering them the only freedom they 
could be given. Robert Brugger believes that Beverley 
Tucker's Christianity merged with his republican belief in 
civic responsibility and heightened his moral sensitivity. 
The slaves were not totally inactive in all this process and 
tried to regulate their own life as they added new meanings 
and enrichments to their experience.
Terrence Epperson (1989) wrote about slave use of space as a 
form of resistance to a disciplinary grid enforced on them by 
their owners. Larry Mckee (1988) found that slaves attempted
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to better their condition by trying to improve their foodways. 
He pointed out in his study that the slaves took what the 
master had given them and improved on it to better their 
status and values thrust on them. In this way slaves were 
able to assert some control over their lives and lessen the 
power of their master.
An analysis which focuses on the contradictions in 
production, property relations and surpluses allows for a good 
perspective on social relations. A more in-depth analysis 
will have to explore the other aspects of social relations 
such as the emotive side and reciprocity. The role of 
ideology in social relations and their material manifestations 
must be a major part of such studies. Such an analysis will 
define social classes so that one class cannot be understood 
without studying the other - the master cannot be understood 
without the slave and a study of the slave without the master 
is meaningless. These two lives were shaped by each other but 
the slaveowner was "Master" and master ruled.
The slaves adjusted, adapted and dealt with slavery in 
the ways they could. Sometimes their resistances were open, 
other times these were subtle and gave the outward appearances 
of acceptance and even happiness. They were involved in 
relations of reciprocity with most of the power out of their 
hands so they learned to negotiate. Slavery was a way of life
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and although many dreamed of freedom and others silently 
questioned their status, many tried to find happiness within 
the system. They built meaningful relationships with their 
families and friends. They treated "master's" children with 
love and shared kindness, doing special favors - even baking 
cakes for the little ones and seeing that the dresses were 
done (Appendix C). Slaves took pride in their work and many 
made the best of their situation - a situation they were 
powerless to change.
The material life of slaves in the nineteenth century was 
shaped by proslavery thoughts and paternalistic attitudes. 
These are manifested in the slaveholders efforts to 
standardize slave management practices. Southern agriculture 
journals and other pro-slavery literature campaigned to 
encourage southern planters to improve the life of their 
slaves. Many slave- holders tried to improve the health and 
welfare of their slaves by building pier-supported houses and 
providing slaves with material goods, including ceramics. 
These were all measures to ward off "the evils of 
emancipation." Slaveholders justified their actions towards 
their slaves by convincing themselves of how contented and 
happy their slaves were. After all, it did not take much to 
satisfy this inferior race.
Slaveholders mystified freedom by portraying it as a
127
condition only profitable and worthwhile for the whites. They 
took measures to ensure that the condition of the free black 
to be such that it would not be attractive to the slaves. 
This was one of the strategies to maintain slavery. Slavery 
was no longer seen for its inherent evil but for its ability 
to improve the life of the negro both in material acquisition 
and in mental expression. Material culture was manipulated 
ideologically to keep slave in acquiescence and in many ways 
powerless.
Nathaniel Beverley Tucker treated his slaves as his heart 
directed - a treatment appropriate for an inferior race to 
which he had grown accustomed. He believed that the slave did 
not require much to be a satisfied person and freedom was 
definitely a condition worse than slavery. His thoughts for 
his slaves did not include freedom. He thought about 
satisfying some of their needs by providing shelter, ceramics 
and even had favorite slaves such as Polly. Financial 
concerns and other ideological influences prevented him from 
moving more slaves out of the communal home in the laundry. 
Polly was out of the laundry and placed away at the back of 
the lot to give her some autonomy without power. Tucker was 
participating in a reciprocal relationship. Polly had 
diligently tended his children but lacked the power of the 
great mythical mammy who controlled the big house. Lucy 
Tucker and Beverley Tucker controlled the big house and Polly
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Valentine.
Polly Valentine was not mentioned in any of the Tuckers' 
wills - a property could not be a beneficiary in a will; nor 
did the Tuckers mentioned the word "slave" in their wills. 
Beverley left his property real and personal to his wife to be 
later divided for his children (Stephenson 1947). Lucy Ann 
never mention Polly in her will, even after the former slave 
returned and nursed her to the time of her death. Cynthia 
Tucker later remembered the beauty of her Mammy and the prayer 
meetings, the goodness of the family towards the slave - a 
process of selective memory (Tucker 1988).
The danger in this study of Polly Valentine site, lies 
in the risk of it subsuming to one of the major weaknesses or 
criticisms of historical archaeology - the use of it to 
confirm known historical facts. In order to avoid this 
pitfall, the study has focused on the broader ranges of social 
and economic issues involved in material culture acquisition 
and use. Beverley Tucker relied on positive incentives to 
manage his slaves - such as the building of a house for the 
Valentines - rather than resorting to negative coercion. He 
had no choice but to treat his slaves "well" for he constantly 
spoke on the quality of the master-slave relationship and he 
would be open to dire criticism from anti-slavery personnel if 
he had failed to practice what he was preaching.
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The symbolic approach in historical archaeology with the 
combined use of material culture can inform about social 
relationship in the past and the ideology used to mask 
injustices in a society. Slaveowners used material goods to 
alter the master-slave relationship and at the same time 
justify the continuation of the system. This stifled the 
culture of the enslaved and denied them freedom.
Polly Valentine, a well-treated slave as evident in the 
material remains from her house site and the documentary 
evidence left by her master and his daughter, was not as 
contented and happy in the social relationship with the 
Tuckers as the Tuckers had believed. During the Civil War she 
was able to put her thoughts in actions. Despite all good 
treatment and incorporation in their owners' families, slaves 
still longed for freedom and when freedom came the ones that 
were treated well left, just as the ones who were ill-treated. 
' Good treatment' was not an issue for the slaves, unlike 
their owners who were shocked at the displays of ingratitude 
by their decisions to leave their masters and mistresses. 
Slaves had longed for freedom and even the aged and infirmed 
raced to get away from their former places of bondage. Polly 
Valentine was no exception, for she too thought highly of
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freedom.
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APPENDIX A
Tucker, Judge Beverley - Letter to 
Roscow Cole.
Manuscript owned by George P. Coleman.
Williamsburg January 19, 183 5.
My dear Sir
Below you have a list of articles which I have no which 
to purchase, amounting at the prices in your schedule to $506.
I now make this proposition. To take the real property, 
with the rest of the furniture in the house at $4000; paying 
in hand about $2 000 and giving my bond for the residue bearing 
interest from the date, to be punctually paid half yearly.
You will see that in proposing this round sum I ask a 
trifling abatement of $160 from the price of the residue of 
the furniture.
The total amount as per Schedule is 1796.50
The amount rejected 506
leaving____________________________
1290.50
Deduct 10 pet 12 9
1161.50
This proposition is predicated on a supposed state of the 
funds of the College. I  told you that my plan was to avail 
myself of them as fast as practicable, depending on re­
sources, to a certain extent incidental, but eventually 
certain, to pay the principal of the loan. I  have reason to 
believe that the College has now to loan a larger sum than 
that mention-ed above, but cannot know certainly until the 
arrival of the Bursar, who is expected daily. I  will add, 
that should you at any time wish the payment of the residue of 
my debt to you, six months notice would enable me to 
effectuate a similar loan for the amount, and discharge it. 
Without such notice I  should not expect to be called on while 
punctual in paying interest.
I observe I  have said above that my offer is for all the 
furniture in the house except that rejected. of course I  do 
not mean plate or bed or Table furniture expect the few 
articles of the two latter specified in the Schedule.
Should we contract, I  think I shall want to go to house­
keeping in a small way after the 22d of February. Can you
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divide the house with me, after Mr. Hamilton leaves you giving 
either end, or either story, or make any other arrangement 
which will afford me shelter. Can you lend me, for a time, 
the use of two beds & bedding? I mean to bring my beds from 
Missouri where feathers are worth 25 Cents.
I am dear Sir
Your obedt Servt
B . Tucker
List of articles rejected
Looking glasses in Parlour $ 7 0
Candle Shades 10
Card Tables in parlour 55
Centre Table in Parlour 60
Chairs in Parlour 96
Sofa in Passage 25
Side board & China Press 100
Prints 25
Wardrobe 50
Bed Steps in Mr Hamilton's room 5
Rocking chair  5
$506
[Schedule of furniture inclosed]
No 1
Drawing Room.
one Brussels Carpet $ 100
one Mantle Looking Glass 40
one Wall do [Looking] do [Glass] 30
one Astral Lamp 10
one pair Glass Candle Shades 10
one Centre Table (marble top) 60
one pair Card Tables 55
one Sofa 60
one Brass Fender 25
one sett Tongs & shovels 10
16 mahogany Chairs a $6 each 96
one Turkey Hearth Rug 15
Two dimity Window Curtains
Gilt ornaments &c &c 20
Bedsteps taken in lieu of one
pair Ottomans 15
$561
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No 2
Large Dining Room, 
one Ingrain Carpet $ 3 5
One Side Board & china Press 100
one sett (Extra) dining Tables 100
one doz. Chairs 24
one Mahogany Centre Table 20
one Brass Fender 25
one pair do [Fender?] and Irons 10
one sett do [Brass?] Tongs & Shovels 8
one Plate Warmer 9
four prints (Battle Lake Erie)
with Gilt frames &c 20
Two Fancy do [Gilt] do [frames] 5
Four Scarlet moreen Curtains complete, 
with draperies & Fixtures complete
cost $80 60 
$ 416
No 3.
Passage.
Glass Lamp & Fixtures $ 10
Sofa 25
8/12 doz. Cane Bottom Chairs a $20 13 .33
Carpeting for Passage 9
$ 57.33
No 4.
Small Dining Room.
one carpet $ 10
and Irons, Tongs & shovel 3
4/12 doz. Chairs (same as large Ding R.) 6 . 67
one Sett Mahogany Dining Tables 45
& 3 Scarlet Cloth Covers $15
Curtains & Fixtures 0
$ 64.67
No 5.
Small Parlour
one Ingrain Carpet $ 10
one pair Card Tables 20
one Tea do 10
1/2 doz. Chairs 10
Fender, And Irons & Tongs & Shovel 6
Curtains & Fixtures 0
$ 56
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No 6.
Mr Hamilton's Chamber, 
one Mahogany Post Carved Bedstead $ 25
one best Mattress 3 0
one pair Pilasters 6
one Wardrobe, Secretary &c 50
one dressing Wardrobe with L.Glass &c 3 0
one Mahogany Wash Stand 4.50
one doz. Cane Bot. Chairs 2 4
one embossed Sett Toilette Ware
with Slop Jar 6
one elegant Mahy Bed Steps &c &c 15.50
one Toilette Table 2
one pair Brass and Irons, Tongs,
Shovel & fendr 10
one Padded Rocking Chair 5
one best Venetian Carpet, Containing 3 8 1/2
yds /cost $52/ 45
one Rug for do 5.50
one sett Dimity Bed Curtains with
ornaments & fixtures complete, also 3
Window Curtains do do & one Toilette 
Cover &c cost $80 7 0
one Super elegant Marseilles Quilt 15
$348.50
The above articles were all purchased
last year for Cash on the best Terms, (wholesale) & have been 
in use but a few months.
No 7.
One sett India Dining China 
vizt.
2 5/12 doz. desert Plates
2 11/12 .. Breakfast do
6 5/12 .. dinner do
2 4/12 .. Deep do
1 Soup Tureen
2 Sauce do & Stands
2 Butter Boats & Stands
19 Dishes assorted to largest size
4 Vegetable do
Containing 202 Pieces cost $86 for $70.
Tea China, (best Gilt) 
vizt.
2 doz. Cups 
2 doz. Saucers 
2 doz. Cake Plates
2 1/2 doz. large do [Plates?] for $25.
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No 8.
Up Stairs Passage.
one Carpet cost $12.25 $ 6
Two Tables 5
Six Chairs (Flag Bottom) $18 9
one mahoganised Clothes Press 5
one Green Do dp 7
Stair Carpet with 18 Brass Rods,
hooks &c 10
old Glass Lamp
$42
The Beds are not embraced in the foregoing Schedule & 
were never contemplated to be sold - But they will also be 
furnished with the articles above mentioned if desired at 40 
Plb: for the Feathers, & Cost for Ticking - the whole being
new.
No 9.
Mr C 's Chamber.
My Bedstead & Piliasters $ 18
Mattress & Bed Curtains with
Counterpane 3 0
Toilette Table & large L. Glass 9
old Carpet & Window Curtains new 10
and Irons, Fender, Tongs & Shovel 
Wash Stand & Bedstead Steps  5_
$72 
No 10
Small Lodging Room.
Bedstead & Piliasters $ 11
Bed & Window Curtains 15
Wash Table & Basons 4
Bureau $8 - Carpet $5- cost $2 0 13
and Irons - Tongs & Shovel
Bed Steps  3_
$ 46
No 11.
Large Yellow Chamber.
Bedstead (cost) $ 6
4 Scarlet Bombazette Window
Curtains complete 15
1 Toilette Table, cover &c 3
8 Walnut chairs with white Covers
(cost $5 ea.) 8
1 Wash Stand 2
1 Wire Fender, with Brass Knob 4
$ 38
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Recapitulation.
No 1. Drawing Room
2. Large Dining Room
3. Passage (down stairs)
4. Small Dining Room
5. Small Parlour
6. Mr H 's Chamber
7. Table & Tea China
8. Passage up Stairs & Stairs
9. Mr C's Chamber
10. Small Lodging Room
11. Large Yellow Chamber
$ 561
416 
57.33 
64 . 67 
56 
348.50 
95. 00
42
72
46
38
$1796.50
Judge B. Tucker
Letter respectg purchase of House & Lot, furniture &c
19 Feby 1855.
Note: Tucker - Coleman Papers 
Papers, September 183 3 - March 18 35 
Box 45.
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APPENDIX B
Letter from Beverley Tucker to his wife, Lucy A. Tucker:
"... The day before yesterday I was dining with mama [Mrs 
Lelia Tucker] when we were suddenly alarmed by the scream of 
fire, the wind, at the moment blowing a gale from the South 
west. The fire was in the Negro quarter at mama's, and too 
far gone to be arrested . The whole range of building from 
the Smoke house to the Stable was burnt, but nothing was lost. 
The houses were insured, and I, immediately took measures to 
have the Negroes, who were burnt out, brought over 
here...[probably Roscow Cole property then owned by Tucker] 
Mr. Brown's [probably living on the Brush-Everard property] 
house was saved with great difficulty..."
(Tucker-Coleman mss.Uncat. folder #3 37)
Letter from Beverley Tucker to Lucy A.Tucker, Jonesborough, 
Mo. :
"Home June 9, 183 9
II
• • •
"[P.S.] Shall I place my study in the corner of the 
Garden next to Sheldons, or at the bottom of the middle walk, 
or just behind the flower pot in the rear of your room? I 
shall make it quite handsome, and it will look well in either 
of the two last mentioned places."
(Tucker-Coleman mss. Uncat. folder # 338)
Letter from Beverley Tucker to Lucy A.Tucker, Jonesborough, 
Mo. :
June 16, 1839.
I I
• • •
I am getting the Garden in such order, that I hope to see 
it next year all that you wish it. Your Moss rose and Tea 
rose are both flourishing, tho' they have not bloomed. I have 
two very promising Grenville Roses. There were eight, but all 
the rest were destroyed by blunders in working the bed. I 
shall try to raise some more in flower-pots. the Hyacinths I 
have taken up, by Shelly's directions, and will set them out 
again at the proper time."
(Uncat. Folder #338)
Letter from Beverley Tucker to Lucy A. Tucker, Jonesborough, 
Mo. :
Williamsburg July 7, 1839.
"...
I mean to have the cellar under my room fitted up as a
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store-room for you, and well provided with shelves, and I 
shall take measures, with the advice of Bassett, for shutting 
out the wind and making the whole house snug and comfortable 
in winter. By the bye, the stove that Vest brought me will not 
do for the dining room, so I have sent by Crump to Richmond 
for one exactly like that in the chamber, and shall set up the 
other in my new study. I have got the timber for that, but 
glad of the delay, as he has his hands full, but says it shall 
be finished before October..."
(Tucker-Coleman mss. Uncat.).
Letter from Beverley Tucker to Lucy A. Tucker, Jonesborough, 
Mo. :
Williamsburg April 20, 1843.
"... the workmen are getting on bravely, and every body who 
sees the new room behind the parlour is charmed with it. In 
taking down the chair board & picture strip in the parlour the 
plaistering is so much broken, and so much of what is standing 
is loose from the wall, that I shall take it all down and then 
I can finish both rooms with paper or plaister of Paris as you 
may choose. Which shall it be. I will suspend the last 
course till I get your answer, and , in the mean time, have 
written to Crump to see if there is any very pretty light and 
right paper to be had. My own inclination is in favor of the 
hard finish, and paper may be put on afterwards if 
preferred..."
(Tucker-Coleman mss. Uncat. folder # 3 39).
Letter from Beverley Tucker to Lucy A. Tucker, Jonesborough, 
Mo. :
May 5, 1843.
"...
The workmen are now nearly through their work. There is 
nothing for the Carpenter's to do but hang doors, and the 
pliasterers are putting on the last coat. The parlour however 
has not yet received the first, because that could not be put 
on till the new door and window frames, which I did not order 
until last week, are put on. They are now finishing these. 
I think you will be pleased with that apartment, as the whole 
finish in the interia will be new and modern. The two rooms 
together will make an extremely neat and comfortable place for 
company and everybody says, that you cannot fail to be 
delighted with it..."
(Tucker-Coleman mss. Uncat. Folder #339).
Note: From Stephenson 194 7 : Report on the Tucker House
139
(See Bibliography) Some comments added for the purpose of this 
thesis. These letters are now catalogued and are in the 
Tucker-Coleman Papers at the Manuscripts and Rare Books 
Section, Swem Library, College of William and Mary.
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APPENDIX C
Letter to Mistress.
Wmsburg July 7th 43.
Dear Mistress
I only write to let you know about the work you left to
be done Eliza Henley was taken sick as soon as she was done
working for Miss Mary, and was sick 4 weeks, and when she got 
well she went into the kitchen and then Master sent her down 
to Old Point, so she never send any. and so I could not get 
your cotton night gown finished for which I am very sorry I 
did not work button holes in your double wrapper because I was 
afraid that you would have some alterations made about it, 
neither did I put hooks and eyes on Miss Cynthia and Miss 
Lucy's [one of the Tuckers' daughter] frocks as they were not 
here for me to fit them. I send the cake for you all and I 
hope you will all like it. Aunt Nancy sends the ginger cake 
to the little children. All the servants with me send best 
love to you all. Tell Polly that I have not time to write to
her now but will do so as soon as I can
Your dearest servant 
Patsy Valentine.
Dear Cousin
This morning the Judge and Crauf leave Old Wmsburg and 
as Aunt Patsy came to me to write you for her and I found out 
that I could write I determined to write you a few lines and 
to give you all the news I can. I have been laid up in bed 
for the last three weeks with the gout and have suffered a 
great deal from it. I could not attend any of my examinations 
on account of it and have also been prevented from writing to 
you as I had intended doing some time since. Dr. Peachy say 
I will have to stay in bed some two or three weeks miss at all 
events I cannot start this morning with the Judge as I want to 
do I shall have a solitary trip of it when I do start. 
Wmsburg has been gayer since [one word illegible] marriage 
than I ever knew it. Mr [Sunder] has given two or three 
parties Mrs Galt one to two Mr Carter one or two Dr. Wallen 
one, beside various ice cream frolicks, Dr. Dew and Judge 
Christian gave an ice cream party out in the Sheldon's garden 
I could not see it, but the Judge and every one that I have 
heard speak of it says that it was the most beautiful as well 
as the most agreeable party ever known in Wmsburg. Judge C's 
daughter came down from Richmond some month ago, and is very
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much admired by those who have become acquainted with her. I 
believe that she & I were becoming great cronies before I was 
taken sick but all my plans (if I had any) were knocked in the 
head by that Crauf got all his certificates I believe except 
one while poor I got none at all I will write to you very soon 
and try and write something that has some sense in it but for 
the present I must stop as it is near time for the [one word 
illegible] to come to the door. My very best love to Aunt and 
the children. Kiss them all for me, and believe me to be ever
Your affectionate 
Cousin
Notes.
The writer signed his name and the surname White is legible. 
11 Samuel, son of Judge White of Tenn. and nephew of Mr. T. A. 
Smith" is written below this letter in pencil, a recent 
comment probably done by the Library staff.
Source: Tucker - Coleman Papers.
Letters of Nathaniel Beverley Tucker 
July 1843 - 1845. Box 51
Transcribed by Ywone Edwards 
April 1990.
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APPENDIX D
"List of articles belonging to my father's estate and taken 
by me , - B. Tucker"
[Note: St. George Tucker died in 1827 in the autumn. This
part
inherited by N.B. Tucker was part of inventory or appraisement 
of estate of St. George Tucker.]
[Rooms named: Study
Passage [new and old]
Chamber 
Parlour 
Dining Room 
Kitchen]
[Note: in Folder #65 Uncatalogued Mrs. Tucker-Coleman Papers, 
Dept. Research is an Inventory of furniture of Mrs. Tucker's 
1828 Williamsburg.
List of articles belonging to my father's estate and taken by 
me, - B . Tucker.
Desk-bookcase, and content 2 6.50
3. Hanging Book-cases in the passage 10.
2. do in the passage 6 .
Low do in do 4
Clothes press in Chamber 10
Book press in do 5
Pictures in do except my fathers 33.50
Yellow clothes press 2
Painted Book case 4 .
Old desk and Tea Table 3
China press and contents 13 .
Clock 25
Refrigerator 12
1/3 House Linen 82.5
Fender 2
Shovel & tongs 10
Coal Skuttles 9
Servants Bedding 8
Little Bed-stead 2
Carboy and contents 19 . 50
Table China 30
China Bowls 2 — 50
Candle-sticks & snuffers 4
Waiters 5
Decanters & Contents 13 .
Bottles 4
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Cracked Sugar 4
Pickles 3
Jug & Vinegar .50
Spice conister & contents 1.50
Tin-ware 8
Pewter ware _2___
371.08
Carriage [strike out] 25
371.08
Stone - vase 2 .
1/3 Sweet-meats 3.3 3
Safe 1
Garden tools 1
Carriage 25
Lamp 2
Tankard 4 0.70
10 Table Spoons 41
Chamber Crockery 5
Sofa 6.
Old couch 1.
Servants bedding [strike out] 8
497.11
Also the following Books Miscellaneous... [list of books
follows
3 5 in number] and value.
Fire Case [in pencil St. G -] 4
do. [.. .. B— 4.
Hanging book case [.. .. St. G -] 4.
do. 4
do. 2.
Book case [ in pencil St George T] 10
Book case [in pencil Bryan] 3.
... [list of books 113 in number]
and value]
Judge Nelson's Picture 5.
My grand-fathers' 25.
My fathers 25.
shaving glass 1.
Jew Rabbi 5.
Good-mother .50
2. glasses of shells .50
Looking glass (in pencil B-) 1.50
do. 1.50
do. 1.
do. 50.
do. brother 25_
do. brother 25
Wardrobe [striked out] (cracked pannel 10.
10.[?] 5.
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Bureau [in pencil B-]
Bureau [in pencil St G- 4
Bureau 3
Small Book press 5.
Large Dining table (brother) 5
Best new [in pencil B-]do. [in pencil St G.] 10)
do. [.. B-] 8)
Ends to do [" B] 5)
Tea Table [in pencil B-] 8.
do. [in pencil parlour] 6.
do St G. 2
do 1.
Wash stand 1.7
Liquor case. 2.
Coal Skuttles 4.
do. 3.
do. 2 .
Shovel & Tongs 10.
Jar of shells .50
Glass Shade [in pencil B-] 1.50
do [ .. .. B—] 1.50
Yellow clothes press 2 .
Printed Book-case 4 .
Clothes press [in pencil walnut for St G-] 7.
Book case (tall) [ in pencil B-] 8.
Old desk 1.
Book press 3 .
do 4
do 4
do 3
Yellow paper case 1.25.
... [ list of books follows 8 in number and values
Old news-papers unbound 10
Chamber crockery 5.
Night chest (broken 2.
oldest desk .50
Ru[illegible] 1.
Plate Tea pot 50-
Silver 50.
Silver Teapot 1.36. per owner [in pencil St. G-] 3 6.25
& salt spoons)
Tea spoons & sugar tongues) $1.25 13.75.
[in pencil B - of St G-]
Other spoons & such $1.50 13 6.50
Set of china [in pencil B-] 6.
China press 6.
Black Tea pot 1.
do . 50
Lot of odd pieces of Tea China [in pencil B-] 1.
Glass vase in China press 7.
Clock 25.
Finch Map of Europe .50
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Old map of U.S. 25.
do 25.
Virginia 25.
Sofa 5.
14 chairs [in pencil Bryan-] 7.
Settes to Match [in pencil Bryan-] 4.
Small settee 1.
12. yellow chairs 9.
Other Set 75. cents each 2 7
Meat Safe 1.50
do. .50
Refrigerator 12.
plates in parlour 3.3 0
Desk & Books case in Study 2 5
Hanging book case in do 3
do in do 3
do in do 4
2 plates in Study
small table painted 50
Fir screen [in pencil B-] 1
Hand - Globe 1.50
Watch & trinklets 4 0
articles in Desk
...[List of books follows 107 including Family Bible and 
value of each book]
Hearth rug 2.50
Old Parlour Carpet [in pencil Bryan] 5.00
New carpet {in pencil Bryan] 10.
Old Dining Room carpet 3.
Chamber Carpet & Rug 5.
Best up stairs do [in pencil Coalter] 7.50
Worst do do 5.00
New passage Carpet 10.
Old do 5.
very old upstairs do 2.
Best bed, bolster & pillow 25.
Mattress for do 20.
2nd best with under bed, bolster and pillows 25.
3rd with old Mattress &c 30.
Single bed with Mattress and under bed 25.
Crib Mattress & pillows 2.
pr. Blankets no 1. 5
2. [in pencil Bryan-] 4.
3 4.
4 4.
5 4
6 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  3
paint ^ 2.50
[in pencil] 212.75
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Table Cloths
6. of largest size 15
12-middling 18.
17. Small old 21.25
2. Small Huckaback 1.
3 5 DR Towels 3
5 Dusting cloths 2 5
15. knife (wths) 25
4 pair new sheets [?] 20.
3 pair old 6.50
8 pr middling 24-
5_ Small sheets 7.50
1 pair coarse sheets)
1. odd coarse sheet) 3.
45. pillow cases 12
9. domestic counterpanes 25
3. Marseilles 12
1 Patch work 150
3 Calico 4.50
2 small domestic 3
3 small calico 3
1 small quilted 75
1. crib couched 75
6. chair covers 7 5
4. chair cushion covers 50
24. Table napkins new 6
8. Spoon wipers 1
20 Table napkins old 1.50
42 hand Towels worn 2
18. do - finer 3
4. 1/2 wind curtains huckaback 1.50
4. plain white 4
3. Dining Room left curtains 5
3 Parlour do B. 6.
3 white valanus 1.50
drapery for windows 1.50
24. Toilet covers 6
[in pencil 224]
[in pencil St G-] 
old calico bed curtains 1
2 Blue cloth Table covers large 7
4. Green do do 3.
2. Baize do 1
1. Blue cloth table cover small 2.50
12 China [illegible] 6.
1. old Dining table 4.
Small table 75.
76 Volumes Journals &c 19.
Portable desk 6.
... [list of books follows 29]
1 blanket 1.00
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Servants' beds & bedding 8.
Posted Bedstead 6.[sdc]
Small do 2.
... [list of books follows 46]
Old couch 1.
Old bed stead 1
do 1
Pine table 50
2-do painted 7 1/2 each 1.50
Old Letter 1
Toilet Table 1
Plate Basket 2 5
Lanthorn 2 5
2-fenders S to B 7 5 & 5  1.25
2. knife cases 50
Old Table 50
Demijohn & contents in garret some wine & cider 10
Johnson's dictionary 8
Wine-glasses [in pencil B-] 4.
Table china 5.
Tea urn 3
Set of Candlesticks & snuffers 4.
Silver urn & disk 7/8 68.
Decanter slides [in pencil B- 1.
Knives and forks & box [ ..] 10.
China Bowls 2.50.
Plate warmer [in pencil B-] 5.
Table mats [ in pencil -B-] 2.
Waiters & Tea boards 5.
Table brush [ in pencil B] .25
Wine Carboys 1.
[in pencil] 69.50
Cheese Toaster .25
Scales & weights 1.50.
Decanters and contents 10.
4. carboys in Store room & contents 2
Cracked sugar 4.
3. Jars of pickle 3.
Jug and vinegar 50
Spice conisters & contents 1.50-
Tin ware 8.
Pewter urn 2.
Bread Trays & bowls 1.
12. Pots of preserves divided in parts) 10
Safe containing them 1.
Kitchen furniture 15.
(6In. Ft. 9) [sic]
30 old carboys 7.50
Stone ware 2.
Lot of Potts do 2.
Garden tools 
Roller
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Old carriage & harness 2 5
Wagon 3
Nancy 150
Old cow 00[?]
Passage lamp 2
Unenumerated articles )
consisting of old Trunks odd )
Chairs-odd volumes-odd piece of)
China-odd Chest & & & ) 2 5
Silver Tankard [B.T. in pencil] 40.70
4 little children chairs
2. Catty Boxes.
Watering pot.
Picture of a Polish family 
Burke & McIntosh-
Total 2155.12 1/2
Bed covers pillow & mattress 
my fathers little stand 
2 presses 
Wash stand.
2 Dressing glasses 
small oval dressing glass 
in the garret 
Half a doz Demijohns 
Any Chesa [sic] Lucy does 
not want
5 Large Brass Candlesticks.
Source: Stephenson (1947).
Note: The Tucker-Coleman Papers are now in the Manuscripts
and Rare Books Section, Swem Library, College of William and 
Mary.
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Notes to Pages 20 to 101.
1. "Mt. Vernon Pit Tells How Slaves Lived in Washington's
Time", Special to the New York Times. New York Times 
National Monday, January 29, 1990.
2. Bill of sale for slave sold to Albert T. Burnley
[October 1841] Tucker Coleman Collection: Manuscripts 
Department,Swem Library, College of William and Mary.
3. Letter from John Tyler to Beverley Tucker, October 29,
1837. Tucker Coleman Collection : Manuscripts Department, 
Swem Library, College of William and Mary.
4. Letter to Edward A. Chappell from Vanessa E. Patrick.
November 18, 1985. Subject: 1798 Federal Assessment 
(Direct Tax). Implications for Slave House Design. 
Information about Slave Housing - Anne Arundel County, 
Maryland. Obtained on loan from the Maryland Hall of 
Records, Annapolis, Maryland. Microfilm Reel M-860. 
Letter stored at the Colonial Williamsburg Foundation, 
Research Library.
5. Letter from Roscow Cole to Judge [Nathaniel Beverley]
Tucker, January 17, 1835. Tucker Coleman Collection: 
Manuscript Department, Swem Library, College of William 
and Mary.
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